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generally believed that our Saviour was crucified 
Friday, the fifteenth day the Jewish month Nisan. 
careful examination the subject has confirmed the 
opinion that the established theory incorrect. believe 
was crucified Thursday, for these reasons: 
was crucified Friday, his body could not have lain three 
days and three nights the grave, and, all probability, 
must have risen the second, and not the third day, ac- 
cording the scriptures. was crucified Friday, 
there plain discrepancy between John and the other 
Evangelists. His crucifixion Thursday, removes both 
these difficulties. 

the assumption that Christ was crucified Friday, 
lay the grave but two nights and part three days, 
whereas said that should three days and three 
nights the heart the earth (Matt. xii. language 
here specific, and was uttered the Saviour, who 
reason his divinity was omniscient. foreknew the 
controversy that would arise regard the interval between 
his death and that the term three days and 
three would understood literally, and that the 
period between his death and resurrection did not correspond 

Vou. XXVII. No. 


would produce scepticism and caviling among the enemies 
the truth. Moreover, was the living embodiment 
the truth, and believe that with reference important 
event, would not have used language which was 
dently liable mislead. When said three days and 
three nights, the Jews, doubt, understood him mean 
precisely that which the language naturally intended 
convey. The efforts made commentators explain 
particular theory. Their explanations are unnatural and 
forced. 

Assuming that was crucified Friday, the common 
statement is, that was the grave but two nights, and 
part three days,” since the first day the week was the 
day his resurrection. advocating this theory, they say: 
computation is, however, strictly accordance with 
the Jewish mode reckoning. had not been the Jews 
would have understood it, and would have charged our 
Saviour with being false prophet, for was well known 
them that had spoken this prophecy. Such charge, 
however, was never made; and plain therefore, that 
what was meant the prediction was accomplished.” 
attempt here made prove that Christ was crucified 
Friday. That which should have been proved, being taken 
for granted, made the basis the argument. The in- 
ference is, that there must some way reconciling the 
assertion with the assumed fact; that must have been 
understood, according the Jewish reckoning, mean, not 
says, days and three nights,” but two nights and 
part three days, else Jews would have charged 
our Saviour with being false theory set up, 
and the argument founded upon it. But the premise 
wrong, and leads false conclusion. 

Again, said, that “It was maxim among the Jews 
computing time, that part day was received 
the whole”; and proof this are referred 
Chron. 5,12; Gen. xlii. 17,18; Est. iv. 16, compared 
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Israel: Come again after three days,” and the 
twelfth verse, read that and all the people 
came Rehoboam the third day, the king bade, saying, 
‘Come the third day.’” Gen. xlii. Joseph 
represented putting his brethren prison, when they 
had come down into Egypt buy “And put them 
altogether into ward three And the eighteenth verse, 
Joseph said them, the third day, this and and 
this, taken with the context, proof that then released 
them. Est. iv. Queen Esther desires that the Jews 
Shushan, should neither eat nor drink three days, night 
day,” and declares that she and her maidens would fast 
likewise, and would she unto the king. And the 
fifth chapter and first verse learn that she did this the 
third day. These are all the passages; and what they 
prove? Only that the expressions “after three days,” and 
“on the third are equivalent. that when our 
Saviour taught his disciples, that after three days should 
rise (Mark viii. 31), and again, that the third 
should rise again (Mark 34), the passages are found 
harmony, and his resurrection the third day his 
declaration was fulfilled. But sense proves that the 
expression three nights, used our Saviour, 
interpreted mean but two. 

said again, that term ‘three days and three 
nights’ round number according the popular mode 
Hebrew reckoning, although Christ lay only one day and 
make good the three days and nights, must done 
having recourse the Jewish method computing time, 
and that the Jerusalem Talmud (cited Lightfoot) 
said that day and night together make νυχθήμερον, and 
that any part such period counted the whole. But 
unfortunately for this argument, the expression not νυχθή- 
Cor. xi. 25, where Paul says, night and 
day have been the deep,” but τρεῖς ἡμέρας and τρεῖς 
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νύκτας, three days and three nights. Instead resorting 
these expedients, why not take the passage literally 
reads, when the Bible, purpose show, admits clearly 
this interpretation. 

But were admit all that claimed, that three days 
and three according the Hebrew mode reckon- 
ing, does signify but two nights and part three days, 
should still labor under difficulty. Christ was crucified 
Friday, have evidence even that lay the grave 
part three days. His death did not take place until 
after the ninth hour, three o’clock the afternoon 
(Matt. xxvii. 46-50). After that the Jews besought Pilate 
that the legs the crucified might broken, and that they 
might taken away. The permission Pilate was obtained, 
and word was brought the soldiers. came the 
soldiers, and brake the legs the first, and the other 
which was crucified with him. But when they came 
Jesus, and saw that was dead already, they brake not his 
legs: but one the soldiers with spear pierced his 
side, and forthwith came there out blood and water” (John 
xix. 33-35). 

All this, which occurred subsequently Christ’s death, 
the going the Jews Pilate, the obtaining 
sion, and the carrying the information the soldiers, 
must have occupied some time, that Christ could not, 
say the least, have been taken down from the cross until 
very nearly the close the day. But before was taken 
down, Joseph went Pilate and begged the body Jesus. 
When the even was come there came man Ari- 
mathea named Joseph, who also himself was Jesus’ disciple. 
went Pilate and begged the body (Matt. 
xxvii. 57, now when the even was come” 
etc. (Mark xv. original word both these in- 
stances, translated ὀψίας. This, its proper 
literal sense, Robinson says signifies The 
Jews reckoned two evenings, one commencing three o’clock, 
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and the other, believed, five. The word sometimes, 
admit, used denote the former evening, but cannot 
this instance, since Christ did not die until after the first 
evening had commenced. Luke also specifies the time 
Joseph’s coming Pilate: And that day was the prepar- 
ation day, and the Sabbath drew on, and behold there was 
man named Joseph (Luke xxiii. Lange’s 
Commentary! said: “In all probability have 
understand the late Friday afternoon, between five and six 
᾿Επέφωσκε (the word translated on’) signifies 
here the dawning, not the natural, but the legal Satur- 
day.” Joseph then could not have gone Pilate until five 
after. going Pilate all probability they 
went the governor’s house, and whether 
this was the palace Herod, more probably the fortress 
Antonia, and whether the place Christ’s crucifixion was 
that assigned Christian tradition not, since was 
without the walls the city, must have been some distance 
between the two places. And Pilate before giving per- 
mission called him (sent for) the centurion, ascertain 
Christ was already dead, this distance must have been 
travelled over four times, twice Joseph, going and 
returning, once the messenger sent Pilate, and once 
the centurion. The time thus occupied, and taking 
down the body Jesus, wrapping linen with the spices, 
and laying the sepulchre, could not reasonably sup- 
posed have been less than hour, and this would bring 
six o’clock, which would have been the beginning 
Saturday. The Jews reckoned their day from evening 
evening, and the legal day the time our Saviour com- 
menced evidently six o’clock the afternoon. The night 
that time among the Jews was divided into four watches 
fourth watch having been introduced the Romans. 
These watches are all distinctly mentioned Mark xiii. 35: 
“At even, midnight, the cock-crowing, the 
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morning.” Says Horne:! “The first watch was even, and 
continued from six till nine; the second commenced nine 
and ended twelve, midnight; the third watch lasted 
from twelve till three; and the morning watch closed 
Now the first watch began six, that was the 
beginning their night, and, the Jews reckoned their day 
from evening evening, ccurse their legal day. 

The same seen, also, from the Jews dividing their day 
into hours. Thus seven o’clock was the first hour, eight the 
second, nine the third, and on; and six was always the 
twelfth hour, showing that six o’clock ended the legal day, 
and, course, began the The natural day the 
Jews varied length according the season, but not the 
civil. The earliest mention hours the sacred writings 
Daniel; hence believed that the Jews derived this 
method dividing the time from the Babylonians during 
the captivity and the Babylonians reckoned the natural 
day from sunrise sunset, so, probably, did the Jews. But 
while the Jews, like the Babylonians, reckoned their natural 
day from sunrise sunset, their civil legal day, 
have seen, which must follow our reckoning, was from 
six o’clock the afternoon one day six o’clock the 
afternoon the next, and was either longer shorter than 
the natural day, according the season. 

have shown that the body our Saviour cannot 
reasonably supposed have been laid the sepulchre 
before six o’clock, and this, the assumption that was 
crucified Friday, would have been the beginning Sat- 
urday. that, rose the morning the first day, 
his body could have lain the grave only Saturday and 
part Sunday, and hence must have risen the 
second, and not the third, according the scripture. 
not get even the parts three days which have been 
claimed. admitting the unreasonable idea that 

Introduction the Critical Study and Knowledge the Holy Scriptures, 
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was laid the sepulchre before six o’clock, know 
could have been but few minutes before six, Joseph did 
not Pilate solicit his body until after five; and how 
unreasonable suppose that the fraction hour would 
regarded Jewish reckoning day! Evidently, 
was not put into the sepulchre until six o’clock, after, 
which, according Jewish reckoning, was the day after 
was crucified. 

But may objected that, according the Jewish law, 
the person hanged was taken down the same day: 
His body shall not remain all night upon the tree, but thou 
shalt any wise bury him that (Deut. xxi. 23). 
And again, said: The Jews, therefore, because was 
the preparation, that the bodies should not remain upon the 
cross the Sabbath-day (for that Sabbath-day was high 
day), besought Pilate that their legs might broken, and 
that they might taken away” (Luke xix. 
answer that Josephus, who good authority for the customs 
the Jews his day, which was but few years after 
Christ, has taught us, inference from the Jewish practice, 
that this had reference, not the civil, but the natural, 
that the bodies such were buried before sunset. 
Thus says: great care did the Jews take respecting 
sepulture, that even the bodies those condemned 
crucified they took down and buried before sunset.”! Now, 
our Saviour was crucified the fourteenth the month 
Nisan, answering about the first our April, the sun did 
not set Palestine until about quarter past six; hence, 
though not buried until six o’clock, after, would still 
have been buried before sunset; after the beginning the 
legal day, and yet before the close the natural. 

Christ was crucified Friday, then there dis- 
crepancy between John and the other evangelists. The 
synoptists say Now the first day the feast unleavened 
bread the disciples came Jesus, saying, Where wilt thou 
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And the first day unleavened bread, when they killed 
the passover, His disciples said unto him, Where wilt thou 
that and prepare that thou mayest eat the 
(Mark xiv. 12.) came the day unleavened bread, 
when the passover must killed. And sent Peter and 
John, saying, and prepare the passover, that may 
eat. And they said unto him, Where wilt thou that pre- 
pare?” (Luke xxii. 9.) 

will noticed here that the day which Christ sent 
his disciples prepare for him the passover was the first 
day unleavened bread, and the day which the passover 
paschal lamb was killed, that is, the first day the 
passover (which was called also the feast unleavened 
bread), and the fourteenth the month Nisan, for that was 
the day which the passover was killed (Ex. xii. 6): And 
shall keep (the lamb) until the fourteenth day 
the same month, and the whole assembly the congregation 
Israel shall kill the evening (between the evenings, 
the marginal reading from the Hebrew), that is, be- 
tween three and five o’clock the afternoon, near the 
close the fourteenth. regard this, there 
question. “In the fourteenth day the first month 
even the Lord’s passover” (Lev. xxiii. 5). “In the 
fourteenth day this month even [marginal reading from 
the Hebrew, our version, between the two evenings], 
shall keep his appointed season. And they kept the 
passover the fourteenth day the first month even, 
xvi. said: shalt sacrifice the passover 
even, the going down the sun.” must, therefore, 
have been killed near the close the fourteenth day. 
With this commentators agree. Says Dr. Robinson: “The 
true time killing the passover our Lord’s day was 
between the ninth and eleventh hour,” i.e. between three 
and five o’clock, towards Says Horne: The 
Jews reckoned two evenings; the former began the ninth 
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hour the natural day, three o’clock the afternoon, 
and the latter the eleventh hour. Thus the paschal 
lamb was required sacrificed between the evenings, 
which Josephus tells the Jews his time did from the 
ninth hour until the eleventh.” 

But, while the passover was killed between the two 
evenings the fourteenth day, was eaten the 
night the fifteenth. Thus Ex. xii. And they shall 
eat the flesh that night [the night after had been 
killed], roast with fire, and unleavened bread.” they 
killed between the evenings the fourteenth, could not 
have been prepared and roasted before six o’clock, which, 
have shown, was the commencement their legal day 
and hence could not have been eaten until the fifteenth. 
The Jews reckoned their day from evening evening (Lev. 
xxiii. the proof positive. The Jews left Egypt 
the same night (Ex. xii. 29-37), after midnight, evidently 
toward morning. But Num. xxxiii. said that 
“They departed from Rameses the fifteenth day the 
first and they ate the passover the day that 
they departed, they must have eaten the fifteenth. Ac- 
cordingly, are told: “In the fourteenth day the first 
month even the Lord’s passover. And the fifteenth 
day the same month the feast unleavened bread 
(Lev. xxiii. Also: And the fourteenth day -of 
the first month the passover the Lord, and the fif- 
teenth day this month the (Num. xxviii. 16, 17). 
Dr. Robinson says: The paschal lamb was killed the 
fourteenth Nisan, towards sunset, and was eaten the same 
evening, after the fifteenth day Nisan had This, 
have seen, accords with the scripture narrative, and 
this point, also, commentators are agreed. 

Christ, then, according the synoptists, must have sent 
his disciples prepare for him the passover the four- 
teenth day the month Nisan; for that was the day 

Vol. ii. Part ii. chap. See War Jews, iv. chap. 
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which the passover must killed, and this, was 
cified Friday, must have been Thursday. ate the 
passover with them the evening after, which, according 
the Jewish law, have seen, must have been the begin- 
ning the fifteenth, with Thursday evening, but with them 
the evening Friday. This according the synoptists, 

But (xiii. speaks Christ’s supper with his 
disciples being before the passover: Now before the 
feast the passover, when Jesus knew that his hour was. 
come, that should depart out this world the Father, 
having loved his own, loved them unto the end; and 
supper being ended,..... riseth from supper” ete. 
xviii. says: Then led they Jesus from Caiaphas into 
the hall judgment, and was and they themselves 
went not into the judgment hall, lest they should defiled, 
but that they might eat the passover;” implying that the 
Jews were expecting partake the paschal supper the 
ensuing evening, and course had not already eaten it. 
But the ensuing evening would have been the sixteenth, and 
hence, this supposition, the Jews the Saviour’s time 
must have broken the Mosaic law. That they did not break 
evident, for Josephus says,! that his time (and was 
born but about seven years after), the Jews sacrificed the 
passover the fourteenth, and observed the day un- 
leavened bread the fifteenth. Again, John (xix. 14) 
speaks the day which Christ was crucified being the 
day the preparation the passover: And was the 
preparation the passover, about the sixth hour.” The 
preparation the passover evidently was the day which 
the passover was killed, which was prepared 
eaten, and this was the fourteenth but Friday was 
the fifteenth, and Christ was crucified that day, then 
this, and not the fourteenth, must have been the day prep- 
aration. the assumption, therefore, that Christ was 
crucified Friday, there plain discrepancy between 
John and the other evangelists. 
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Robinson, common with other commentators, claims 
that Christ ate the passover, with his disciples, Thursday 
evening, according our reckoning, but the beginning 
Friday, the fifteenth, according the Jewish, whereas, 
this theory correct, the plain inference according John 
is, that the Jews did not eat the passover until the sixteenth. 
Dr. Scott believed this, for says: was crucified 
this day holy convocation,” that is, the day which 
they eat the passover, the day unleavened bread, the 
fifteenth, for that was the day holy convocation. the 
first day shall have holy convocation; shall 
servile work therein” (Lev. xxiii. 7). Not the day called 
elsewhere the first day unleavened bread, for that was the 
day preparation, the fourteenth, but the first the seven 
that succeeded it, will seen taking the passage its 
connection. Seven days must eat unleavened bread,” 
commencing with the the first day shall 
have holy convocation.” was crucified this day 
holy says Dr. Scott; yet, whether the Jews 
calculated the days another manner not, seems not 
have been thus observed, but the next, being the Sabbath, 
was high day, and probably was kept the day holy 
convocation.” Dr. Scott would not have reasoned thus 
had not been attempting reconcile John’s statement 
with that the other evangelists; and this the 
assumption that Christ was crucified Friday, saw 
apparently other way. And hence inferred that for 
some reason that year the Jews did not obey the command- 
ment. 

Says Tholuck: This difference [between John and the 
other evangelists] one the most litigated questions 
the criticism the John designates the day 
which the passover should have been eaten the day 
which Christ was crucified. The contrary date fixed the 
synoptists, which would make the crucifixion fall the 
fifteenth Nisan, that is, the first day the feast, 
encumbered with great difficulties. The larger portion 
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the modern critics have been led this subject the 
ultimate result that there must mistake one other 
side, either the part John, that the first three 
These assertions, with others that might 
cited, especially when taken connection with the facts, 
are sufficient show that with the present understanding 
that Christ was crucified Friday, and that Friday was the 
fifteenth the Jewish month Nisan, there not only 
apparent, but real discrepancy, between John and the 
other evangelists. 

Four ways have been devised the attempt reconcile 
it: The first is, that Christ did not eat the passover with his 
disciples the evening before his crucifixion. The second, 
that did eat it, and that the Jews ate also, the same 
time. The third, that did eat passover, but one his 
own institution, different from that eaten the Jews. The 
fourth, that did eat the passover, but anticipated the time 
eating the day before. 

The first argument is, that Christ did not eat the passover, 
but merely supper with his disciples. proof this 
said that John does not call the supper which Christ ate 
with his disciples, passover supper, but the contrary 
says was before the feast the that makes 
the next day the day the passover when says, 
speaking the morning the next day, The Jews would 
not into the judgment hall lest they should defiled, 
but that they might eat the xviii. 28), 
implying that they had not then eaten it. And xix. 14, 
speaking Friday noon, says: was the preparation 
the passover.” And again, said that, among all the 
expressions used, there mention any lamb. These 
arguments think are evasive. 

That our Saviour did eat the passover with his disciples 
evident. sent his disciples make ready the pass- 
over not supper, but the passover. was the 
proper time the first day unleavened bread when the 
passover must killed. “He said unto them, With 


desire have desired eat this passover with you before 
evening which was eaten. when the hour 
was come, sat down, and the twelve apostles with 
(Luke xxii. 14). 

regard there being mention lamb, was 
unnecessary the term defined it. The day 
which the passover must killed was the day which 
the paschal lamb was killed. That was the passover, 
synecdoche. When Peter and John had received their 
Lord’s command and prepare the passover, said: 
went and found had said unto them, and they 
made ready the passover” (Luke xxii. 13), that is, got 
lamb, and prepared for the purpose, according the law. 
That Christ ate the passover with his disciples plain 
language can make it. The second opinion is, that did 
eat the passover the same time with the Jews. And 
prove this, the attempt made explain away the passages 
John. Thus, said that the expression before the 
feast the passover” (John xiii. has reference, not 
the paschal supper, but the entire festival unleavened 
bread, which continued seven days. this there one 
fatal objection. Not only does the expression before the 
seem imply the paschal passover supper, 
which gave the name the entire festival, but that supper 
was the beginning the festival; and therefore, Christ 
and his disciples were then eating it, the Jews also were 
eating the same time, could not said before 
the feast [or festival] unleavened bread.” That cannot 
before thing which occurs after has commenced. 

The expression And they themselves went not into the 
judgment hall, lest they should defiled, but that they 
might eat the (John xviii. 28), interpreted, 
the supporters this theory, mean, again, not that they 
might eat the paschal passover supper, but that they 
might keep celebrate the passover festival, eat the 
passover sacrifices throughout the remaining days. 
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plain that this explanation would not have been thought of, 
had not have been relieve them difficulty. But 
that this theory inadmissible, will seen from the 
marks Benson, which Townsend quotes and 
giving ----καὶ αὐτοῦ οὐχ εἰσῆλθον εἰς πραιτώριον 
ἵνα μιανθῶσιν, ἵνα φάγωσι Πάσχα other 
meaning translation than this. they themselves 
went not into the judgment hall, lest they should defiled, 
but that they might eat the paschal offering,’ the sacrifice 
the The word Πάσχα, when alone, not 
always used exclusively for the paschal lamb, but often 
more enlarged and extended sense, for the whole feast 
unleavened bread; but the phrase φαγεῖν Πάσχα, though 
used each the first three evangelists, and more than 
once, never applied except the eating the paschal 
offering itself, the time appointed, remembrance the 
Lord’s passover Egypt.” The inference, therefore, from 
the words John above quoted is, that Christ and his dis- 
ciples did not eat the passover the same time with the 
rest the Jews. 

Still another passage: And was the preparation the 
passover, about the sixth (John xix. 14), referring 
the day his crucifixion, which would lead any unbiassed 
reader suppose, the face it, that was the prepara- 
tion for the passover festival, the putting away the 
leaven out their houses, the killing the paschal lamb, 
etc., which occurred the day before the passover was eaten, 
attempted explain away, saying that was 
not the preparation, literally, the passover, but the 
paschal Sabbath, that is, the Jewish Sabbath, Saturday, 
that occurred the passover week. But the fatal objection 
this that that Sabbath was not the paschal Sabbath, 
but, shall prove hereafter, the paschal Sabbath was 
the day holy convocation, the first the seven days 
the feast, succeeding the day preparation, which un- 
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leavened bread was eaten; and hence, admitting that the 

reparation the passover really meant the day before the 
paschal Sabbath, would exact accordance with the 
literal interpretation. 

The third opinion that Christ ate passover with his 
disciples, but not the prescribed passover. 

answer first, that there intimation that this was 
not the regular passover. Second, not consistent with 
the character Christ, suppose that would observe 
passover different from that which had been commanded 
Jehovah. Third, and here quote the argument Dr. 
Newcombe, Archbishop Armagh, Luke xxii. 15: “And 
said unto them with desire have desired eat this 
passover with you before suffer.” says: “It 
noted that they had now sat down eat that passover, which 
had been before prepared, and that every word which 
spoken peculiarly proper the occasion. With desire,’ 
says our Lord, desired (τοῦτο Πάσχα 
eat this very not ἐσθίειν Πάσχα, eat the 
something commemorative it, but τοῦτο 
Πάσχα, this very passover,’ and mean proof that they 
were then the act eating the flesh the paschal lamb, 
from the use the word φαγεῖν, which most proper the 
eating bread, pulse, etc. The same word reference the 
same act eating the passover, not the bread and wine 
the holy supper, used verse 16: For say unto 
you, that will not any more eat thereof (οὐ φάγω 
αὐτοῦ, will not eat him viz. the paschal lamb) 
‘until fulfilled the kingdom God i.e. this shall 
the last passover shall celebrate claim, 
therefore, that Christ did eat, not different passover, but 
the veritable passover, appointed under the Mosaic legis- 
lation. 

The fourth opinion set forth the effort reconcile the 
statement John with that the other evangelists, that 
our Lord did eat the passover this year, but not the same 
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time with the Jews. this opinion also are unable 
assent. 

Christ ate the passover with his disciples the evening 
before his crucifixion, which the assumption that was 
crucified Friday, must have been Thursday evening and 
this the general belief. that case the disciples, Peter 
and John, were sent Jesus prepare for him the pas- 
sover, some time the day Thursday. This, general 
consent, believed have been the fourteenth the month 
Now the Jews did not kill the passover until 
Friday and ate Friday evening, then they violated the 
Jewish law, which was that they should kill the four- 
teenth. Instead eating the beginning the fifteenth, 
the day unleavened bread, they must, this hypothesis, 
have eaten the beginning the sixteenth. Now 
know that the time Josephus, who lived but few years 
after, they killed the passover the fourteenth, they 
were commanded. How then are account for such 
violation the time Christ’s crucifixion? Moreover, such 
violation not keeping with the Jewish character. 
They were strict observing the very letter the law. 
That Christ observed the passover the proper time 
evident, for the time that sent Peter and John make 
preparation said have been first day unleavened 
bread, when the passover must These various 
opinions therefore not fully clear the difficulty. 

are presented with the incontrovertible fact, that 
Christ ate the passover with his disciples before the time 
its being eaten the Jews; that they did not eat until 
after his crucifixion. Now can find any way showing 
that Christ and the Jews, though keeping the passover 
different times, both observed what might regarded 
the proper day; that the same day might properly 
called the preparation the passover, and the preparation 
for the Sabbath, accordance with this idea, and that every 
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passage John bearing upon this subject may thus made 
correspond with the assertions the other evangelists, 
will satisfy all the conditions the problem, and, recon- 
ciling this apparent discrepancy, will furnish yet stronger 
proof that the scriptures have been written divine in- 
spiration. 

Christ was crucified believe Thursday, such 
explanation can readily given. 

was crucified Thursday, then ate the passover 
with his disciples Wednesday evening, and must have 
sent Peter and John some time the day Wednesday 
prepare it. But distinctly said that this was the first 
day unleavened bread,” that is, the first day the feast 
unleavened bread, when the passover must killed,” 
reckoned one the days the festival, because was 
the day preparation (Matt. Mark Luke 
xxii. 7). And the passover was killed between the 
two evenings, the fourteenth day the month Nisan 
(Ex. Lev. Num. ix. 8), (Wednesday), 
must have been the fourteenth. Now believed that 
Christ was crucified the thirty-fourth year his age and 
the Christian era, according Archbishop Usher, and the 
modern chronologers generally, commences four years after 
the birth This then would make the date his 
crucifixion have been 30, according the generally 
received opinion. And remarkable fact that Roger 
Bacon, Mann and Scaliger, Dodwell and Ferguson, who have 
calculated the passover full moons, which determine the 
years all agree that fell Wednesday, while 
every year, with that exception, they differ, some claiming 
that fell one day the week and some another. 
say the least, this strong presumptive evidence, that 
the fourteenth Nisan, the year that our Saviour was 
crucified, was Wednesday. And hence, being the first day 
unleavened bread when the passover must killed, 


See Religious Encyclopaedia, 44. 
XXVII. No. 107. 
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was the day when Christ sent Peter and John prepare for 
him the passover. And ate the passover with his 
disciples that evening (Wednesday evening), would eat 
it, according the commandment, the beginning the 
fifteenth, the day unleavened bread (Lev. xxiii. Num. 
xxviii. 17), since the Jews reckoned their days from evening 
evening (Lev. xxiii. 32). 

That Christ ate the passover the evening before the Jews, 
coincides not only with the testimony John, have 
seen, but was the general opinion the ancients. Tertullian, 
Clement, Origen, Chrysostom, Apollinarius, Euthymius, and 
various members also the church Rome, 
Lamy, Calmet; and the Protestant theologians Cappellus, 
Lampe, Deyling, Gude, and indeed almost all theologians 
until the last though they believed that Christ 
anticipated the passover eating before the time. The 
explanation which have given, however, agrees with the 
statement the evangelists— makes him have eaten 
the fifteenth the month Nisan, the day unleavened 
bread. 

But now the question arises: Why did not the Jews 
observe the passover the same time? answer this 
refer Townsend’s Notes the Gospels, where says: 
learned Cudworth his admirable treatise the 
Jewish passover, has proved from the Talmud, Mishna, and 
some the most reputable the Jewish rabbins, that the 
Jews, ancient times, reckoned the new moons, not accord- 
ing astronomical exactness but according the φώσις, 
moon’s appearance; and this appearance might happen 
day later than the real time, consequently there might have 
been whole day difference the time celebrating one 
these feasts which depended particular day the 
month, the days the month being counted from the ap- 
pearance the new Townsend further says: 
describes the manner doing this, both from the 
Babylonish Talmud and from Maimonides, shall give 


See Tholuck John, Townsend’s Notes the Gospels, 158. 
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extract from this part his work, that readers may have 
the whole argument before them.”! And then follows this 
extract. the great outer court there was house 
called Beth Yazek, where the Senate sat all the thirtieth day 
every month receive the witnesses the moon’s ap- 
pearance, and examine them. there came approved 
witnesses the thirtieth day, who could state they had seen 
the new moon, the man the Senate stood up, and 
cried mekuddash, ‘it and the people standing 
caught the word from him, and cried mekuddash, me- 
kuddash.’ But when the consistory had sat all the day, 
there came approved witnesses the appearance 
the new moon, then they made intercalation one 
day the former month, and decreed the following one-and- 
thirtieth day the calends. But after the fourth 
fifth day, even before the end the month, respectable 
witnesses came from far, and testified they had seen the new 
moon, its due time, the Senate were bound alter the 
beginning the month, and reckon day sooner; viz. 
from the thirtieth day.” the Senate were very unwil- 
ling the trouble second consecration, when they 
had even fixed wrong day, and received very reluctantly 
the testimony such witnesses, these last mentioned, 
they afterward made statute this effect, That whatever 
time the Senate should conclude for the calends the 
month, though were certain that they were the wrong, 
yet all were bound order their feasts according 
“This,” says Townsend, Dr. supposes actually 
took place the time our Lord; and that, not 
likely our Lord would submit this perversion the 
original custom, following the true appearance 
the new moon, confirmed sufficient witnesses, 
disciples ate the passover that day; but the Jews follow- 
ing the pertinacious decree the Sanhedrim, did not eat 
till the day following.” adds: Dr. Cudworth further 
shows from Epiphanius, that there was contention 
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tumult among the Jews, about the passover that very 
Hence probable that the real paschal day observed 
our Lord and his disciples, who adopted the true φάσις, was 
only the prepartion antecedent evening that observed 
the Jews, who acted the decree the Sanhedrim. 

Adopting this view, which comes high authority, 
can readily perceive that the account John harmonizes 
with that the other evangelists. Matthew, Mark, and 
Luke, following the true appearance the moon, did 
the Saviour and his disciples, speak the day before the 
Saviour’s crucifixion, the time sending Peter and John 
prepare the passover, being the first day the feast, 
and the day when the passover should killed. While 
John, speaking accordance with the reckoning the 
Sanhedrim, which had been adopted the Jewish nation, 
calls the day which Christ was crucified, the day the 
preparation the that is, the day which they 
put the leaven out their houses, and which the pass- 
over was killed that, have seen, being the day that 
year which the Jews actually thus observed. 

This accounts, also, for John’s speaking the time when 
Christ was eating the passover with his disciples being 
before the feast the passover (John xiii. 1). was 
before the time appointed the Sanhedrim, that year, when 
the Jews observed it. serves, also, explain his assertion 
that, the day which Christ was crucified, the Jews 
would not into the judgment hall, lest they should 
defiled, but that they might eat the passover (John xviii. 28). 

Further, this that Christ observed 
with his disciples Wednesday evening, the beginning 
the fifteenth Nisan, according the true appearance 
the moon not only allows his strict compliance with the 
law, but also fulfils the requirement regard the passover 
sacrifice. The paschal lamb was type Christ. 
pointed him our Passover. That lamb, has been 
shown, was sacrificed between the evenings, that is, 
between three and five o’clock the fourteenth day the 
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month Nisan (Ex. xii. Lev. xxiii. Num. ix. 5). 
the paschal lamb, the type Christ, was sacrificed 
the fourteenth the month Nisan, between three and five 
what more reasonable than that Christ the great 
Antitype should give his life that time, which would 
have been between three and five o’clock Thursday after- 
noon, and which, according the explanation given, was 
the day observed that year the Jews the fourteenth 
Nisan, and hence regarded them the proper time for 
killing the paschal lamb. And confirmatory this, 
learn from Matthew that Christ’s death did not take place 
until after the ninth hour, three o’clock the afternoon 
(Matt. xxvii. 46-50). the hour coincides with the 
requirement, why not also the day 

objection that was not the for killing the 
passover according the true appearance the for, 
our explanation correct, was the day observed that 
year the Jews the fourteenth the month Nisan, 
the appointment the Sanhedrim; and was necessary 
that should crucified that day, the day recognized 
the Jews, order convince them that, the great 
Antitype the passover, the law with respect him had 
been fulfilled. Again, was necessary that should eat 
the passover with his disciples before his death, that 
might institute place the Lord’s supper; and yet, 
Jew made under the law, does not seem proper for him 
have violated the divine command observing before 
the time appointed. One necessity appears have been 
antagonistic the other; and yet, upon the explanation 
that Christ observed the passover the fifteenth the 
month Nisan, according the true appearance the moon, 
and that the observed the next day, according 
the appointment the Sanhedrim, shown Dr. Cudworth, 
they are both accomplished, and would seem Jehovah 
that year had instituted that particular arrangement 
obviate this difficulty. 

see, also, why there should apparent discrepancy 
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between John and the other evangelists, why they should 
speak the time Christ’s eating the passover with his 
disciples according the true appearance the moon, 
while John speaks according the then popular 
tation. The reason furnished John’s design writing 
his Gospel. Matthew’s design was write genuine and 
authentic history the Saviour’s life. Mark’s design was 
the same; but, from internal evidence, appears have 
written principally for the Gentiles. Luke also wrote his 
Gospel, apparently, for the Gentiles, and supplementary 
the other two, supply facts and circumstances omitted 
the others, has himself expressed it: set forth 
order from the beginning declaration those things 
believed among them” 1-14), that is, deliver 
and genuine account the life, doctrines, miracles, 
death, and resurrection our Saviour. This being the 
design the first three evangelists, would natural for 
them use language inferring that the time 
eating the passover with his disciples was the time appointed, 
for was the time according the true appearance the 
moon, and Christ and his disciples regarded it. But 
John was writing Jews, and his design was not merely 
give authentic account the life Christ. That had 
been done already; but, tells us, they might 
believe that Jesus was the Christ, and that believing they 
might have life through his name” (John xx. 31). 
Bishop Bloomfield, speaking this difference between 
John and the other evangelists, says: The real difference 
between them is, that they wrote history our Saviour’s 
life, but St. John his person and John’s design, 
then, was prove the Jews that Jesus was the Christ; 
and this, was necessary that they should made 
see that Jesus was himself their Passover; and hence 
represents the crucifixion Christ taking place the 
day observed them that year the day preparation 
that being the time when the passover should killed. 
This would the Jewish mind remarkable circum- 
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stance proof that was the Messiah fact that, 
the great Antitype the passover, was slain the 
appointed time. This would seem, also, account for 
John’s expression, with reference previous 
man laid hands him, for his hour was not yet come” 
(John viii. 20). 

now pass notice other objections. Both John and 
the other evangelists speak the day which Christ was 
crucified being the preparation for the Sabbath: And 
now, when the even was come, because was the prepara- 
tion, that is, the day before the Sabbath” (Mark xv. 42). 
And that day was the preparation, and the Sabbath drew 
on” (Luke xxiii. 54). Jews, therefore, because 
was the preparation, that the bodies should not remain 
the cross the Sabbath-day (for that Sabbath-day was 
high day), besought Pilate that their legs might broken, 
and that they might taken away” (John xix. 31). Now, 
may perhaps said, that Thursday could not have been 
the day Christ’s crucifixion, because the Jewish Sabbath was 
not until Saturday, and hence Thursday could not have been 
“the day it, nor the day for it. 
answer, while John speaks being the prepara- 
tion for the Sabbath, also speaks the preparation 
the (John xix. 14), and the term 
here must apply the passover supper, and not the 
Jewish Sabbath that occurred during the passover festival. 
When John speaks the same day being the preparation 
the passover, and the preparation for the Sabbath, are 
not understand that contradicts himself. The whole 
difficulty appears lie misunderstanding the term 
“Sabbath.” has been thought signify the Jewish 
Sabbath, and hence Friday has naturally been 
regarded the day preparation. But the Sabbath re- 
ferred was not the Jewish Sabbath, but the day 
unleavened bread. The first day was day holy 
convocation. They were servile work therein 
(Lev. xxiii. 7). That this was the fifteenth Nisan, the 
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nection with the preceding verse: the fifteenth day 
the same month the feast unleavened bread unto the 
Lord: Seven days must eat unleavened bread. the 
first day shall have holy convocation.” Not the first 
day the passover, for that was the fourteenth, but the 
first day the seven days, the fifteenth, the day un- 
leavened bread. That this day was regarded Sabbath 
evident, from the thirty-ninth verse the same chapter, 
where, speaking the feast tabernacles, said: 
“In the first day shall Sabbath, and the eighth [the 
last day] shall Sabbath,” that is, days holy convo- 
cation, like the day unleavened bread. 

That the Sabbaths here mentioned were not the Jewish 
Sabbath, clear, since the Jews reckoned their time 
months, which were determined the moon’s ap- 
pearance and therefore the first and eighth days did not 
always occur the same day the week, and hence these 
days could not always come the Jewish Sabbath, 
Saturday. Moreover, John explains it, when says (xix. 
31): “For that Sabbath was high (μεγάλη, great 
day). uses the same term, μεγάλη, speaking the 
last day the feast tabernacles, which have already 
referred, though itself was not more sacred than the 
first day, and Lev. xxiii. called, with the first day, 
Sabbath. Thus says: the last day, that great day 
the (John vii. 87). the calling assemblies 
(Isa. 13) translated great the Seventy, 
implying that, their estimation, any day solemn con- 
vocation was great 

see, therefore, that Thursday, the day which 
Christ was crucified, was the day preparation, not only 
the passover, but also the Sabbath, the day holy con- 

vocation. that both John’s assertions completely har- 
monize, and the fact seen accordance, also, with 
the assertions the other evangelists. 


See Robinson’s English Harmony the Gospels, pp. 203, 204. 
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Another seeming objection found the following pas- 
sages: the women had beheld his sepulchre, and 
how his body was laid, they returned, and prepared spices 
and ointments, and rested the Sabbath-day, according the 
(Luke xxiii. 56). when the Sabbath 
was past, Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mother James, 
and Salome, had brought sweet spices, that they might come 
and anoint him” (Mark Now, know that they 
came for this purpose very early the morning, 
first day the week” (Mark xvi. 2). Christ was crucified 
Thursday, then they must have rested Friday and Satur- 
day, two days. How shall consistently explain 

answer: Friday, the fifteenth, have shown 
already, was Sabbath, day holy convocation, and 
Saturday, the seventh day the week, was the regular 
Jewish Sabbath and hence, both being Sabbaths, the time 
throughout was one continued Sabbath; and the 
expressions referred to, they seem have been regarded 
one. But Matthew has removed the difficulty: “In the 
end the Sabbath [or, more correctly, after the Sabbath], 
began dawn toward the first day the week, came 
Mary Magdalene and the other Mary, see the 
(Matt. xxviii. 1). “In the end the Here the 
translation the singular number; but the original 
the plural: σαββάτων, the end the 
which certainly consistent with the idea that between 
Christ’s crucifixion and the first day the week there were 
two Sabbaths. not deny, however, that the plural 
σαββάτα may mean Sabbath. Sabbaths, week. 

have shown, think, conclusively, that Christ was 
crucified Thursday; since this harmonizes the account 
John with that the other evangelists; gives Thursday 
night, Friday night, and Saturday night for the body Jesus 
lie the grave; thus making the words the Saviour 
literally true, that the Son Man should three nights 
the heart the earth, and allows his resurrection the 
third day. But this calculation based, have seen, 
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the idea that was crucified according the 
general opinion. 

That was crucified that year evident: the 
general opinion. thing established common consent 
presumed correct, until proved the contrary, 
incidentally confirms the argument regard 
day being the day Christ’s crucifixion, essential 
reconciling the scripture narrative. There strong cir- 
cumstantial evidence its favor. The most critical 
commentators confirm it. 

The proof claimed under the first and second 
evident; and the following facts, think, establish the 
third 

Christ was crucified when Pontius Pilate was governor; 
and known that was governor ten years, from 
Luke informs (iii. 1-3) that when John the 
Baptist began his ministry Pontius Pilate was governor. 
Now, must allow least four years for the preaching 
John and the ministry Jesus, could not have been 
crucified before since John could not have com- 
menced preaching before His crucifixion, therefore, 
must have taken place between and for 
after that Pilate was longer governor. But 
the only year, have seen, between these dates, 
which Roger Bacon, Mann and Scaliger, Dodwell, and Fer- 
guson, who have given their attention critical investi- 
gation this subject, agree tliat the passover full moon, 
which determined the fourteenth the month Nisan, fell 
the same day the week; and that day they decide 
have been Wednesday, which answers fully, have 
shown, all the conditions the scripture narrative, pro- 
viding that our Saviour was crucified Thursday. 

are aware that Sir Isaac Newton and some others 
have thought that Christ was crucified But against 
this there lies the fatal objection, that would have been 
that time, all probability, thirty-seven years old, and 
would have given seven years and half for his public 
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ministry. are told that came John baptized 
when was about thirty years age, which was the be- 
ginning his public ministry. the great High Priest 
then entered upon his priestly office. And this accords with 
the Mosaic legislation, that the priests should minister 
their office from thirty years old and upward (Num. iv. 3). 
Though David afterward changed twenty years, 
have evidence that did with authority. well 
known that Christ attended but three passovers, least 
have mention more than three, and have reason 
infer from the scripture narrative that there were 
and hence there could have been but three years and half 
his public ministry. known, also, that the Christian 
era, fixed Dionysius Exiguus, the sixth century, does 
not, reality, date from the birth Christ, but some years 
later. The general opinion is, that about four years, 
though some think two years, and others five. Taking 
the least date, two years, our Lord had been crucified 
A.D., would have been least thirty-five years old, 
and his public ministry must have continued least five 
years and according the correct date, thirty-seven, giving 
seven years the time his public ministry. 

see, therefore, that could not have been crucified 
A.D. 

Again, according Daniel (ix. 24, 25): Seventy weeks 
were determined. ..... From the going forth the com- 
mandment restore and build Jerusalem unto Messiah 
‘the Prince should seven weeks and threescore and two 
And Dan. ix. 27: “In the midst the week the 
sacrifice oblation should cease.” The sacrifice ceased, 
under the law, when Christ the great Sacrifice was offered. 
Seven weeks and threescore and two weeks are sixty-nine 
weeks, four hundred and eighty-three days, which day 
prophecy denoting year) four hundred and eighty- 
three years. Now, according the Hebrew chronology, 
the commission Artaxerxes Longimanus Ezra was 
given four hundred and fifty-seven years before the com- 
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mencement the Christian era. Four hundred and fifty- 
seven from four hundred and eighty-three gives the 
time when our Lord began his ministry and, gene- 
rally admitted that was born about four years before the 
commencement our era (twenty-six and four being thirty), 
would agree time with the scripture narrative, that 
began about thirty years (Luke iii. 23), 
The Encyclopedia Religious Knowledge says: Dr. Pri- 
deaux, who discourses very copiously and with great learning 
this prophecy, maintains that the decree mentioned 
for the restoring and rebuilding Jerusalem cannot 
understood that granted Nehemiah the twentieth 
year Artaxerxes, but that granted Ezra the same 
Artaxerxes the seventh year his know 
that ancient chronology not but this instance 
think have strong circumstantial evidence. 
xerxes Longimanus was the son Xerxes, and succeeded 
him the kingdom. Xerxes was assassinated 465 
Adding this the seven years the reign Artaxerxes 
before giving the commission, and have B.c., dif- 
ference only one year from the time, the 
Hebrew chronology, issuing the and this may 
accounted for from the fact that the Jews began their civil 
year the autumn, and not the spring. Hence, 
Artaxerxes began his reign after the autumnal equinox, 
would really 465 B.c., according the common reckoning, 
but 464 B.c., after the manner the Hebrews. And this, 
with the seven years the reign Artaxerxes before issuing 
the decree, corresponds exactly with the statement, according 
the Hebrew chronology, that was the year 457. 

The sacrifice was cease the midst the week, that 
is, the midst the seventieth week, seventy 
were determined. Seven weeks and sixty-two weeks, making 
sixty-nine weeks, had passed before the beginning Christ’s 
public ministry. week prophecy representing seven 
years, the midst would three years and half, 
which was the time Christ’s public ministry. Now, 
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was crucified the spring, must have come John 
baptized the autumn and three years and 
half added would bring his crucifixion the spring 
The most critical commentators, also, have 
said, confirm this opinion. Wieseler (p. 386 sq.) claims 
that was crucified the year 783 from the 
foundation Rome. 

The birth Christ was the autumn 749 
began about thirty years age when came John 
baptized, which would bring the autumn 779 
a.u. And three years and half, the duration his public 
ministry, would bring his crucifixion the time the pass- 
over, the spring the year 783 And reckoning the 
Christian era, have shown, begin four years after 
That was crucified also the opinion Friedlieb, 
Tischendorf, Greswell, Andrews, Ellicott, Lange, and many 
others. conclude, for these reasons, that our Saviour 
was crucified Thursday, the day observed that 
year the Jews the fourteenth day the month Nisan. 


See discussions upon this subject Robinson, and others. 
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ARTICLE II. 


THE DOCTRINE THE APOSTLES. 


ASBURY, RESIDENT LICENTIATE ANDOVER. 


THE EPISTLE THE HEBREWS. 


Introduction. 


The Author. This Epistle does not bear the name 
Paul its circumstance which admits satis- 
factory explanation. the contrary, the author intimates, 
ii. decided dependence the immediate eye-witnesses 
the life Christ. such letter, should have 
expected Paul defend himself from the attacks his 
Judaistic opponents, and discuss detail the relation 
the law the new covenant, and the Jewish the 
heathen Christians. The unmistakable relationship this 
the Pauline Epistles satisfactorily explained the 
hypothesis that the author stood intimate connection with 
the Apostle Paul. The external testimony indecisive. 
Who the author was— Apollos Barnabas not 
determined but certainly not regarded the 
Apostle Paul. 

The condition the readers appears have been one 
vacillation between the Old and New Testament worship, 
and the object the letter show them the greatness 
the danger thus arising. clear that the continuance 
the Old Testament ritual thus presupposed. Passages 
which intimate this viii. are not explained 
vivid reproduction the past. Had the object been, 
Schmid states, show the fulfilment the law, now 
abolished, Christianity, some definite statement 
effect must have been made. The readers were evidently 
Jewish Christians, daily observance the Mosaic ritual. 
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The Arrangement. The superiority the divine revelation 
Christ that the Old Testament the main thought 
the Epistle. The fact that this exhibited the per- 
fection the New Testament worship, comparison with 
that the Old, indicates peculiar doctrinai system. This 
based, first, the superiority the Priest the new 
covenant; then, that the Sacrifice. the prominence 
the Christological element, this Epistle approaches the 
doctrine John. Its anthropological ideas are essential 
agreement with those but are simply presupposed, 
not developed. 


The Priest and Sacrifice the New Covenant. 


Christ regarded entering his priestly work only 
after his death, and the offering his blood the sanc- 
tuary heaven. is, however, specific sense, the Son 
God, which presupposes his possession divine glory 
before his incarnation. designated superior the 
angels, because, according the view shared the author 
with his readers, the law and its worship were traced the 
mediation angels. not termed the Logos; 
suitable reference being found iv. the pre-existent 
and attributes him omniscience, may discern here 
transition John’s doctrine the Logos. Apart from 
Christ’s being designated God 8-10, his being the 
medium all created existence implies that not 
himself creature and the expression splendor 
God’s glory and impress his perceive that 
the author passes from the oeconomic Trinity the imma- 
nent. is, however, also implied that stands 
mediate relation God, which necessary, order that 
may the Mediator sinful humanity. 

order this, was necessary for him leave his con- 
dition equality God, and enter one entire dependence, 
learn experience the needs suffering, because sinful, 
men. Hence the author lays special weight the purely 
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human development Christ, according which attained 
moral perfection only continued subjection his will 
the divine (v. 8). His participation human nature and 
its ἀσθένεια exposed him continual temptations 
(iv. 15) through his whole life, and culminating his death, 
Only being able sin, but never realizing this possibility, 
could earn the power being the Priest sinful hu- 
manity. ascribing the high-priesthood Christ only 
after his ascension the Father, and founding ona 
realistic, historical basis, the author’s idea, Neander 
remarks, essentially distinguished from Philo’s high-priest- 
hood the Logos. 

The author takes for granted the necessity expiation 
for sin pure sacrifice (ii. 14). Man cannot himself 
offer this; all his acts state sin being dead works 
(vi. 1), which expression includes not merely the works 
the law. does not, this connection, set forth the 
resurrection Christ, only mentioning once (xiii. 20). 
There was, indeed, occasion for this, the general thought 
being comparison with the sacrificial work the priest. 
the readers the Epistle took offence the death 
Christ, was necessary illustrate this fact all hands. 
His first distinctive view his conception the blood 
the covenant (ix. 19-28). The superiority the new 
covenant requires sealed, not the sacrifice 
beasts, but the blood the Son God. Another view 
the death Christ regards its necessity, order that 
men may enter the inheritance the good things promised 
and typified the old covenant. surprising that, 
the passage expressing this view (ix. 16, 17), the author 
departs from his usual meaning διαθήκη, and uses for 

not the physical sufferings attending the death 
Christ which give its atoning efficacy, but rather the dread 
the divine punishment, and the feeling being forsaken 
God, connection with his holy life, his willing subjection 
the divine will, and his love for suffering humanity, which 
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his participation human weakness 
(v. 

the priestly vocation presupposes sanctuary which 
exercised, Christ enters his priestly functions only 
heaven, the divine abode. Though sin has been expiated 
his death, the atonement has constantly appropriated 
anew men. This appropriation takes place through the 
intercession the ascended Saviour, and leads the com- 
plete destruction sin. When this has been effected, his 
intercession High Priest will longer needed and 
the expression must therefore not taken abso- 
With the exception the second coming con- 
summate the kingdom God (ix. 28), other point, 
besides the fundamental idea already considered, the 
work Christ set forth. Paul would assuredly have 
faund occasion speak the resurrection and the mission 
the Spirit part this work. 


The Old Testament Worship, and the Advantages the 
New. 


According the fundamental idea the whole Epistle, 
the Old Testament worship related that the New 
copy shadow, designed awaken longing for the 
reality. the former, heavenly and purely spiritual rela- 
tions are represented earthly, sensible form. The 
author thus adopts the distinction the Alexandrian phi- 
losophy between the ideal world, which all perfect, and 
the phenomenal world, which all κόσμος 
νοητός and the κόσμος αἰσθητός. implied that the Old 
Testament worship cannot alter the relation man God, 
but simply remind him the chasm existing between them. 
The Jewish Christians might continue observe the ritual 
for this latter purpose, without attributing any saving 
efficacy. Only when this was done was the observance in- 
consistent with Christian faith. The readers the Epistle 
were believers (x. but showed weakness faith 


still clinging the shadow, the time for which had 
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passed away (ix. 9), and which gave them not the least 
pre-eminence over the Gentile believers. 

The priest the old covenant, being himself sinful, 
needed offer sacrifices for himself, and was subject 
death. Hence his functions could not performed without 
interruption. Wanting the essential qualities true 
priest, was such appointment merely (vii. 
priesthood, also, was not the first, but was preceded that 
Melchisedek. The latter the type Christ the 
uniqueness his position. Unless refer the description 
vii. the silence scripture these points, must 
suppose that the author transferring Melchisedek predi- 
cates which properly belong only Christ, though ἀμήτωρ 
not, indeed, strictly applicable him. 

With the imperfection the Levitical priesthood con- 
nected that the sacrifices; the offering beasts being 
entirely inadequate restore communion with God (x. 
and break the power sin. All can keep alive 
the consciousness guilt (x. 8), and restore the relation 
the theocratic church the removal outward defilement 
(ix. 13). 

The advantages the new covenant are spoken 
good things come, although forgiveness sins chief 
among them, because they will fully realized only the 
second advent. implied the prominence the 
death and priesthood Christ that forgiveness sins must 
precede the impartation new life, and that condi- 
tioned man’s own appropriation the atonement. The 
new life developed, according the author, from hope 
(vii. 19), which was not produced the Old Testament 
sacrifices. 

Faith, according this author, firm confidence 
the future and invisible and the general truths 
religion (vs. idea justification faith does 
not definitely appear the Epistle. There are two passages 
which seems presupposed (x. 38; xi. 7), but not 
necessarily so, since, from the connection the first, 
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πίστεως must not connected, Paul, with δίκαιος, 
but with ζήσεται and the second, δικαιοσύνη κατὰ πίστιν 
designates the subjective condition which justification 
faith prerequisite. According this passage, the Old 
Testament faith differed from the New, not object, but 
only degree. The Old Testament heroes directed their 
gaze the consummation the kingdom God. 
evident that faith not here spoken the Pauline sense, 
effecting the man before God. The author 
does not definitely distinguish two sides faith; one, 
apprehending the divine grace, which the ground 
Christ’s death declares man free from sin and guilt; and 
the other connection with hope, the only condition for 
the attainment the glory the perfected kingdom 
God. expressly sets forth only the latter. Nor does 
express the Pauline idea the fellowship Christ’s 
death and resurrection involved faith. Still, the idea 
justification faith implied the whole train thought 
the Epistle, the milder term ἀγνοήματα for the sins 
the regenerate (ix. 7), and the impossibility restoration 
case apostasy (vi. 4-6; 26-31; xii. 16, 17). 
Paul’s doctrine does not appear exclude such possibility, 
must regard the author having here view con- 
dition which all receptivity salvation completely 
destroyed, and persistent opposition known truth. 

The Old Testament worship being abolished Christ, 
its human priesthood also. The priesthood all believers 
granted that Christ. All can enter the holiest place, 
without distinction (x. 19). the acts believers are 
regarded priestly (xiii. 15), though there are also dis- 
tinctions among them 17). All Christians belonging 
the heavenly Jerusalem (xii. 22), and having received 
the powers the world come (vi. 5), they longer 
stand need any human mediation. 

The author, writing Jewish Christians, speaks only 
the relation the redemptive work the Jewish people, 
and does not touch its relation the heathen. is, 
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however, implied the abrogation the old covenant that 
salvation Christ designed for the heathen, well the 
Jews, and granted them the single condition faith, 


The Consummation. 


Faith especially removes the chasm between the present 
and the future. Regarding the Parousia near, the author 
does not give any special attention the state believers 
between their death and Christ’s second coming. 27, 
the judgment represented following immediately 
death, and xii. 23, glorification intimated simul- 
taneous. With the Parousia, the worship the old cove- 
nant will reach its end. Already decaying (viii. 13), and 
having lost their significance, its forms will then cease. 
From the expression χωρὶς ἁμαρτίας (ix. 28), might infer 
that the time the second advent there will evil 
remaining among men. accords with this, that Christ 
nowhere expressly designated Judge this Epistle. Such 
view, however, divergent from that Paul, not 
deduced from single ambiguous phrase. 


JOHN. 
Introduction. 


sources, use only the Gospel and First Epistle 
John, retaining the Apocalypse for special consideration. 
the Gospel, those portions only are available which the 
apostle expresses his own views. these, especially dis- 
tinguish the passages 16-18; iii. these 
evident that the apostle neither reports the words 
Christ nor John the Baptist, though, according his char- 
acteristic style, does not expressly discriminate them from 
the rest. may also learn some points distinctive John’s 
doctrine from his selection Christ’s discourses, and their 
bearing the great whole his representation. 

The historical Position John the Apostolic Church. 
According Gal. ii. regarded his mission especially 
the Jews. But later life his teaching evidently exer- 
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cised greater influence over the heathen. The remarkable 
absence any account his labors the Book Acts 
may due part their quiet, unobtrusive character, 
and part the fact that they were chiefly supplementary 
those Paul. His teaching was especially adapted 
unite the Jewish and Gentile churches, being based rather 
ardent love than dialectic acuteness. regards the 
doctrines grace more from the Christological, than from 
the anthropological point view, and with reference the 
Old Testament prophecy, rather than the law. empha- 
sizes what specifically new the gospel, but not polemi- 
cally. His intimate relation the Saviour rendered the 
person Christ prominent his view, and hence, ac- 
cordance with the speculative tendency his mind, all his 
other doctrinal conceptions are developed from that the 
eternal Logos. 


The Logos before his Incarnation. 


The manner which speaks the Logos indicates 
that this term was already familiar his readers. The 
Alexandrian Jewish philosophy was diffused the circles 
his activity, and, not the was undoubtedly the 
occasion the form, his doctrine. 

the Logos John does not mean reason wisdom, but 
the essence all the divine powers; for was “in the 
beginning,” that is, eternal before the world xvii. 
5). Except the prologue the Gospel, find certain 
designation Christ Logos only John (λόγος τῆς 
ζωῆς). This fact, and the antithesis idols 21, 
against the reference ἀληθινὸς θεός, John 20, 
Christ. The mass evidence, also, adverse the 
for himself representing him the organ 
creation, John removes the Philonic opposition the ὕλη, 
though may not have had this definitely view. The 
Logos stands special relation, also, humanity. 
the Life and the Light men (Jolin 4). this 
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meant before the incarnation, must intended trace 
man’s natural receptivity good the illuminating 
fluence Logos, well all positive revelations, 
though sin was not really vanquished until after his incarnation, 
implied that this preparatory work was especially 
directed the Jews, whom, therefore, may refer 
11. 


Sin. The Prince this World. 


Sin, according John, consists alienation from the 
truth, light, and life the Logos, and hence condition 
falsehood, darkness, and death. The divine that only 
which has true reality; the ungodly has only apparent 
existence. 

All men (not merely the Jews) are nature closely 
connected with the Logos (John and yet 
present condition are all estranged from the light. Ungod- 
liness has become power all, which the before 
his incarnation, could not overcome (John 5). Hence, 
the world” John designates the entirety all finite 
relations, far they are not permeated the relation 
God. 

Mankind are divided John into two classes the chil- 
dren the world and the children light. evident, 
however, that uses the latter designation two senses 
(John viii. 47; xviii. the narrower sense, 
applies those whom the divine life has real dominion; 
the wider, those who make honest endeavor fulfil 
the divine will. this wider sense, the deeds such may 
born again God, man must already have been com- 
munion with him (vii. When man becomes partaker 
salvation, there enhanced divine operation within 
him which releases the existing, but slumbering, germs 
the divine. only whom the Father draws (vi. 44), 
gives (xvii. 6), the Son can enter into full communion 
with the Father. This, again, presupposes susceptibility 
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the divine operation (John vi. 45). The redemptive work 
designed for all, without distinction John When 
all are not brought the Son, the reason is, that the 
enhanced divine operation excluded the insuscepti- 
bility part. The Jews are representatives this class 
(John xii. having persistently rejected the divine light 
the Logos. 

According John iii. sin the reigning principle 
all men, reason their descent from the first man. This 
state darkness, however, owes its origin evil spirit. 
John everywhere refers only him who stands the head 
the kingdom evil spirits. developed his own 
sin from within, this more intimately connected with his 
innermost nature than the case man. Hence 
called murderer from the beginning (viii. 44), i.e. the 
author sin and death, not, John iii. 12, with ref- 
erence the murder Abel. According John, every 
sin has close connection with the devil. 

The antagonism between the kingdom light, whose 
head Christ is, and the kingdom darkness, whose head 
the devil, not eternal; being already abolished the 
incarnation the Logos. Nor from eternity; for, 
though John does not definitely speak the fall the 
devil, this involved his doctrine the Logos. All 
creaturely existence has the ground its existence the 
Logos this evil spirit, therefore, must have been originally 
possession the divine light. The term ἀρχῆς, then, 
must referred, not the beginning his existence, but 

all men are nature evil, John designates them all 
children the devil; using the term, however, two 
senses those who are insusceptible divine influences, 
and the unrenewed general. 


The Incarnate Logos. His Person and Work. 


Only the reception the incarnate Logos, the intimate 
union implied eating the flesh and drinking the blood 
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the Son Man, can man become partaker the divine 
life (vi. and overcome sin. Though the Logos was 
the animating principle all life, even under the old 
nant, new and specific element appears Christ —his 
assumption the σάρξ. also represented 
sessing not only human (xii. 27), but also human 
πνεῦμα (xi. 33). 

portrays the whole human life Christ the reve- 
lation the glory the incarnate Logos 
prayer for his former glory (xvii. 7), however, implies that 
did not possess the metaphysical sense the fulness 
the divine glory, but only the ethical sense the ful- 


ness the divine love and grace. This the which 


shared with his disciples (xvii. 22), and which was revealed 
his miracles (John ii. 11), since these are regarded 
wrought the Father answer the prayer the Son 
(xi. 41). 

The incarnate Logos, according the divine side his 
being, the Son God. the added term 
μονογενής, John further designates the perfect unity 
Christ with the Father. has also life himself (v. 26), 
that is, not communication, but inherent his na- 
ture. Still, the designation Son involved 
that comparison with the Father the Son possesses life 
derivatively. The holy life Christ, the archetype 
human life, only copy the holy life God. 

Christ not only has life, but life, his whole work 
self-communication the world, revelation his love 
it. The First Epistle, together with his mission the 
Spirit, and his second coming, sets forth only the death 
Christ, while the Gospel indicates other sides this work. 
John regards Christ’s holy life, his miracles, tes- 
timony also the revelation his glory, his death is, 
according the Gospel, only single element his work. 
the greater works referred John 20, 21, 
understands not miracles, but those works which effect the 
revivification humanity. Miracles, appealing the senses, 
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invite attention, and may the means faith; but they may 
also cause still further alienation from the divine. More 
important than miracles Christ’s testimony, which, being 
distinguished from all others testimony himself, exerts 
transforming power over human life (viii. 31, who 
receives his word entering into living communion with him. 


The Death 


From the commencement his ministry, Christ con- 
scious the necessity his death for the redemption the 
world. The close his life always present his mirac- 
xvii. 19). From the first passage also evident that 
foreknew the manner his death. Only John xvii. in- 


dicates the close connection between the death Christ 


the forgiveness sins. The importance ascribed Christ’s 
testimony not inconsistent with his regarding Christ’s death 
the highest revelation his glory; since this consists 
holy love for sinful men (John 14), which perfected his 
giving his life for them. The predominant idea John 
not, Paul, the atonement, but the communication 
new divine life. But before this can take place any 
man, his sin must expiated, clear from the designa- 
tion Christ ἱλασμός John ii. 2), and also from 
(John xvii. 19), which must refer his approaching death. 
evident that John ascribes the same significance the 
death Christ Paul does, though presents the doctrine 
the atonement less developed form. 

The resurrection Christ also occupies less conspicuous 
position John’s doctrine than that Paul. 
regarded the greatest miracles and the divine confirma- 
tion Christ’s mission (John ii. 21; ef. 18), but chiefly 
the transition his state exaltation. His abiding 
the flesh involves limitations; his the Father must 
therefore take place before can fully impart his life 
men. John xiv. indeed, one must already 
the communion love Christ before can receive 
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the Spirit. This, however, distinguished from that 
life-communion with the glorified Christ which effected 
the Spirit believers. John sets forth the second coming 
Christ perfecting this new life, which still troubled 
sin, and the judgment, which has already been passed 
the ungodly the Spirit (John xvi. 8-11). 

speaking the Spirit, John regards him the medium 
communion with the Father and the Son. using the 
masculine pronoun, however, reference him, and at- 
tributing him such works teaching, correcting, wit- 
nessing, evidently teaches that person. have, 
therefore, reason for believing, with Lutz, that John 
apprehended the Spirit only power God producing 
enlightenment and sanctification the human spirit, 
belongs divinity, but not personality.” 


The Incarnate Logos and the Revelation God the 
Old Covenant. 


The old covenant abrogated, according John, not 
the Parousia, but the appearance and ministry Christ 
the flesh (John iv. 23). law for the Jews (viii. 17; 
xv. revelation God Christ more closely 
connected with the prophecy the Old Testament (xii. 41), 
but the fulfilment contains far more than 
The knowledge God Love and Light John iv. 16; 
5), and also Spirit (John iv. 24), regarded this 
apostle living and effective only Christ, whom 
religion freed from dependence sensible, earthly things, 
from time and space (iv. 17). 


The Separation Mankind into two Classes. 


moral judgment (which, however, does not exclude 
the final judgment, cf. John iv. 17) having already taken 
place, mankind are already divided into children darkness 
and children light. The latter are already partakers 
eternal life, i.e. life itself powerful and indestructible, 
which, however, may lost consequence certain sins 
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John 16). the sole condition such partici- 
the law being presupposed, not expressly proved, 
altogether superseded. John sometimes calls the sus- 
ceptibility for salvation faith (viii. 31); but specially 
characteristic his idea faith that introduces life- 
communion with the Saviour. hence indubitable that 
involves more than mere walking according the pattern 
Christ, more than the recognition his teaching the 
pure expression the divine will, more than any relation 
the historical facts Christ’s life. John’s view the object 
faith not prominently Paul’s the death Christ, 
but rather his whole life the revelation his glory. While 
regards faith principle new life, plain, from 
John ii. that does not ascribe man’s justification 
before God this new life, but the objective work 
redemption. Still, the lowest grade faith which has 
for its object any single manifestation Christ’s power. 
Essentially synonymous with the conception faith that 
knowledge, the same things being predicated both; but 
when faith mentioned preceding knowledge, in- 
tended the wider sense, explained above. 

principle new life contained faith itself (the 
victory which overcometh the world) and the beginning 
this new life designated John being born 
which the immediate result faith John 1). 

Love the soul the new life believers. Love the 
key-note John’s First Epistle. its wider sense love 
may precede the devotion the heart Christ (John 
xvi. 27); but true Christian love response the love 
God John iv. 19). God its first object; must 
manifest itself also love the brethren, but not 
confined them. thus see that while its depth and 
comprehensiveness John’s doctrine may regarded mys- 
tical, yet also thoroughly practical its tendency. 

some passages his Epistle John seems regard sin 
actually destroyed the new birth, though others 
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stand the former the ideal condition believers, which 
is, however, only progressively realized fact (John 2), 
John also makes sharp distinction between sin unto death 
and sin not unto death. evident that intercession 
not made for the former, because would useless, 
all susceptibility for salvation being destroyed it. 

The Communion Believers involved John’s 
nation their life one love (he only mentions the 
ἐκκλησία single passage, John and here with ref- 
erence single and Christ’s parable the 
vine, and his words John xvii. John also records 
declarations Christ concerning great communion 
Jews and heathen (John 16; xi. 52), though regards 
the Jews the great mass wholly inaccessible the 
gospel. further emphasizes the unity, rather than, 
Paul, the differences, the members Christ’s body. 

find express reference John baptism and the 
supper means grace and communion with Christ. They 
are not referred John iii. and vi., for they were not 
then instituted, nor John the second passage, 
also, were such reference intended, σῶμα would spoken 
of, instead σάρξ. This silence accordance with 
John’s peculiar type doctrine, which emphasizes 
preference the inner divine life. 

The members the church are those who have received 
the new divine life; but, others are found outward 
connection with the church who have not this life John 
ii. 19; John xv. are led distinction between the 
more and the less extended domain the church. 
John John seems teach that even member may 
fall back into sin incapable restoration. 


The Consummation. 


already remarked, John’s spiritualization the idea 
Christ’s coming and judgment already taking place 
does not exclude its future realization. This will neces- 
sary the perfection life. John evidently 
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regards the second advent close hand John ii. 18), 
and find disclosures him concerning the state 
between death and this event. designating the life 
believers eternal, is, however, implied that will not 
interrupted death. This also taught John xiv. 
the coming Christ here being spiritual coming, and 
referring the death believers. 

John designates manner similar Paul the tokens 
the impending Parousia. will preceded final 
struggle between the kingdom evil and the kingdom 
God; but this will be, not outward persecution the 
church, but spiritual power, seeking destroy 
spiritual weapons John ii. sq.). 


ΤῊΝ THE APOCALYPSE. 
Introduction. 


the Apocalypse does not itself decide the question 
its authorship with certainty, the external testimony 
rather for than against its composition the Apostle John, 
but not conclusive, and the internal evidence more 
against than for this view, regard the more probable 
hypothesis that this work was not written the apostle. 

predicts the destruction Jerusalem and the first per- 
secution the church under Nero. <As the Temple was 
still standing the time its composition this must 
have been prior its destruction. 


Eschatology. 


This its most important feature all its other points 
doctrine are subordinate. This prominence due the 
circumstances outward oppression the church which 
the Apocalypse was written, and strikingly distinguishes 
this book from the Gospel and Epistle John, since there 
was occasion these for excluding this element. The 
central point the second coming Christ. This will 
sudden, but now preparing. The seer therefore describes 
first the events which must precede the Parousia the 
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great struggle the world against the kingdom God, and 
the judgments revealing the divine holiness and justice, 
anticipatory the last judgment. 

might expect from the prophecies Christ the 
synoptics, unbelieving Judaism regarded one the 
antichristian powers; but the city whose destruction 
described Rev. xvii., xviii., immediately preceding the 
second advent must Rome, the not the 
first and principal object divine judgment, 
christian heathendom. 

opposed the view that judgment the worldly 
church described xi. sq., and not Jerusalem, that 
such judgment has been already treated the seven 
Epistles; and the other view, that the judgment 
Jerusalem rebuilt and inhabited the Jews, that 
former destruction Jerusalem and the Temple anywhere 
mentioned. The only difficulty that vs. and 
partial destruction only mentioned, which seems con- 
tradict our Lord’s prediction, and has led the Judaistic 
notion being attributed the author that Jerusalem thus 
purified would remain the centre God’s kingdom. 
find contradiction here, but intimation that only the 
outward and accidental element the theocracy will 
removed, while the true and imperishable will remain, and 
that thus the still susceptible portion the Jewish people 
will won Christ. 

the emblem the beast with the seven heads (xiii. 1), 
understand Rome, the Apocalypse itself interprets the 
seven heads seven mountains (xvii. The only 
culty seems the designation the beast himself 
the destroyer. One the seven heads the beast appears 
stand for the beast himself. And these heads are 
seven kings, and the one described one the 
seven and the eighth (xvii. 10, 11), the reference must 
king who reigns twice, which agrees with the legend 
current the East concerning Nero. The destruction 
Antichrist the fall the Roman empire, the represen- 
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tative heathenism and all ungodliness. The author does 
not distinguish between this single victory and the progres- 
sive overthrow all ungodly antichristian does, 
however, distinguish between the coming Christ for the 
destruction Antichrist, and his coming for the general 
judgment, between which long period will intervene, 
wherein some believers who have shared the great conflict 
will already glorified. 

The Millennium. This period designated thousand 
years; but this more taken literally than the 
other numbers the Apocalypse. the writer passes 
rapidly over this his description the kingdom God 
its perfection, there much obscurity about can 
conclude with certainty that the condition the church 
during this period essentially different from that which 
begins with the judgment. There nothing indicate 
that will one sensuous, outward prosperity, but only 
one spiritual predominance the church over heathendom. 
living believers are not yet glorified, second perse- 
cution take place the close the period, and the 
coming Christ elsewhere connected with the final judg- 
ment, the view beset with great difficulties that Christ 
will himself present during the millennium. For 
the same reasons, appears that the opposition between the 
world and the church will not yet entirely removed. 
Antichrist wholly destroyed, and the kingdom God 
perfected only after the final judgment, which all previous 
judgments culminate. The description this perfect state 
purely ideal exclude all sensuous 
conceptions. The central point its happiness the com- 
munion believers with God longer disturbed sin. 


The Doctrine Christ. 


the Father, possession absolute power and glory, and 
the object divine adoration and worship the part all 
creatures. Throughout the book there polemic reference 
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the deification creatures heathendom; hence 
implied that the object divine worship cannot himself 
This also involved his designation, together 
with God, πρῶτος and ἔσχατος (xxii. 13), and which 
the other designation ἀρχὴ τῆς κτίσεως interpreted 
(iii. 14) expressing the idea absolute 
The designation Christ λόγος τοῦ θεοῦ (xix. 13) seems 
indicate that the readers were already acquainted with 
the writings the Apostle John. 

There reference the death Christ the prevalent 
designation him Lamb—not the paschal lamb, 
but rather the sacrificial lamb Isaiah. 

While the Gospel and Epistle John emphasize the 
ethical attributes God relation the atonement, the 
Apocalypse refers more his metaphysical attributes 


relation the world. So, also, the Spirit regarded 


chiefly his operation the world, comprehending all 
the forces which God effects his purposes. further 
difference the prominence given the higher world 
spirits the Apocalypse. The angels are represented 
the agents the execution judgment, and Christ 
standing their head. While the Apostle John refers only 
evil spirit the head the spirit-world, this book 
many members are represented active promoting 
sin and heathendom—the kingdom the devil—and 
suffering the conflict with the kingdom God. 

Those who find Jewish bias the Apocalypse find, also, 
some passages, preference the Jewish over the Gentile 
Christians, especially the number one hundred and forty- 
four thousand, xiv. supposing refer the converts 
from Judaism. But more probably refers the martyrs 
under the first persecution, who were mostly Gentile converts. 


PART THE APOSTOLIC DOCTRINE. 


The presentation the various forms apostolic doc- 
trine according their differences does not exclude the 
idea scripture single divine revelation. this part, 
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however, are not form single doctrinal system, this 
being the work dogmatic theology, which our labors 
are only preparatory. Nor are compare merely the 
express doctrinal statements the apostles, since their 
writings were not intended exhaustive expressions their 
views: but must first consider the fundamental conceptions, 
and then the particular doctrines, confirming and supple- 
menting each other the less developed forms presenting 
real contradiction the more developed. 

Thus the fundamental James, the new 
covenant transfigured and spiritualized law, not alto- 
gether foreign Paul; though the latter emphasizes the 
differences, rather than the unity, the two covenants. 
The same true Peter’s conception the gospel the 
fulfilment Old Testament prophecy, since involved 
this that the fulfilment more than the prediction. The 
Epistle the Hebrews agrees with Paul regarding sal- 
vation unattainable adherence the old covenant, but 
prepared for it; the law being παιδαγωγὸς εἰς 
Χριστόν (Col. ii. 17). So, also, where the Apostle John 
regards the old covenant already passed away, this does 
not exclude his acceptance its preliminary character. 
The views the Apocalypse, have seen, show trace 
Judaistic character; they therefore present real 
opposition the doctrines Paul and John. 

With respect the doctrine sin, there apparent 
contradiction between Paul and James, that the latter 
applies the term ἁμαρτία actual sin; while Paul refers 
also the sinful habitus. This can, however, exist only 
James denies this habitus the source the lust from 
which represents sin springing, which there 
trace. With respect the consequences sin, the dif- 
ference may explained, suppose James refer 
merely physical death the result actual sins. Though 
James does not develop the doctrine the atonement, his 
fundamental view means excludes it. All the apos- 
tolic views sin are, indeed, closely connected, because all 
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are rooted the doctrine the Old Testament. The great 
antitheses the world and the kingdom God, nature 
and grace, moreover, are common all; and, according 
all, new birth, entire transformation the inner life, 
necessary. The same, also, may said the hidden 
connection between the sin mankind and kingdom 
evil spirits. new element the doctrine the apostles 
that the kingdom evil conquered Christ, and its 
power broken forever. 

The Doctrine concerning Christ. According all the 
apostles, Christ possession full divine power and glory 
after his exaltation the Father; but according Paul 
and John, Hebrews and the Apocalypse, only again re- 
ceived the glory which had before his incarnation while 
James, Jude, and Peter find trace this view. 
Nor apostles are the expressions Son” and 
used, the others. Still, their distinction 
Christ from all other bearers divine revelation implies 
that possessed unique the difference being not 
merely quantitative, but qualitative. All agree repre- 
senting that only who was Mediator the original 
the Mediator the new moral creation. 

The most developed doctrine Christ found John 
and the Epistle the Hebrews. the Apostle Paul 
find progress from his earlier his later Epistles, but 
nowhere such explicit statements John’s concerning the 
Logos, certain designation Christ θεός, the 
Hebrews. contradiction the renunciation 
‘Christ, his incarnation, not merely the unlimited use 
the divine power and glory, but its actual possession, 
found only fail distinguish the twofold conception 
the δόξα held John. 

With respect the work Christ, find definite 
trace his prophetic office. Nor distinctly set forth 
James, though implied his fundamental conception. 
There are references the other apostolic writings. 
the other hand, find reference the atonement 
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James. Yet, man faith Christ receives power 
fulfil the law out free love, Christ must regarded 
not only the Teacher truth, but the Communicator 
new divine life. 

all the principal writings the apostles, find for- 
giveness sins closely connected with the death Christ 
though Peter lays greater emphasis the resurrection, and 
John the life-communion with the Saviour. Paul and 
the Epistle the Hebrews agree representing the death 
Christ expiatory sacrifice, and Christ himself 
Priest. Some find traces Paul the doctrine Peter 
concerning Christ’s preaching the gospel the dead; but, 
while fail discover any such reference, also perceive 
nothing opposed any the apostolic teachings. 

conception common all the apostles that Christ’s 
work continued after his ascension, and will closed 
his second coming. The different sides this conception 
are all united the view Paul, and are, therefore, not 
contradictory. Peter, Hebrews, and the Apocalypse regard 
the work Christ chiefly the subject hope. This, 
however, not opposed the view John; since also 
regards the perfection Christian life dependent the 
second advent. 

The doctrine God appears essential agreement all 
the different forms doctrine, being founded the Old 
Testament. Those forms which are less developed other 
points are also this. With the exception James, 
whose doctrine least developed, the apostles agree 
representing the divine causality salvation threefold 
the Father, Jesus Christ, and the Spirit. The presence 
this doctrine Jude shows how deeply founded the 
inner essence Christian truth. 

Another point common all apostolic forms doctrine 
the new birth; though all not trace back election 
and the eternal divine counsel. Nor all the apostles 
distinguish exactly Paul between justification and 
sanctification. James, however, agrees with Paul setting 
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forth with the greatest emphasis that God’s treatment 
men conditioned their behavior towards him. The 
doctrine election, then, means opposed the 
teaching James. The idea hardening the heart implies, 
also, persistent opposition the influences divine grace, 
which would lead men salvation, which includes both the 
ideas election and the freedom the will. The absence 
any definite statement the doctrine justification 
Peter, John, and the Epistle the Hebrews does not exclude 
it. All the essential elements Paul’s doctrine are found 
John and the Hebrews. John’s use ἁγιάξεσθαι 
the sense objective consecration God also essentially 
identical with justification. The representation, Paul 
and John, the new life founded real communion 
with the glorified Saviour also due the greater develop- 

Faith, according all the apostles, springs from change 
mind. James, referring historical belief πίστις, 
was merely accommodating his language, have shown 
before, the usage his opponents. Peter, the Epistle 
the Hebrews, and the Apocalypse, the object faith 
appears especially the future perfection salvation, and 
the conception faith closely allied hope; while the 
idea faith introducing into life-communion with Christ 
falls into the background. There is, however, opposition 
this, some merely set forth more prominently the 
manifestation Christian life, and others its innermost 
principles faith and love. accordance with this, James 
represents faith manifested works necessary con- 
dition while Paul ascribes efficacy faith 
which has not yet produced any works. There.is, however, 
essential agreement their views; since Paul would at- 
tribute value faith which could not produce works, 
nor James deny faith which inoperative simply from 
lack opportunity. 

the three elements the Christian life, Peter, the 
Hebrews, and the Apocalypse set forth hope most promi- 
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nently Paul, faith; John, love; but none these exclude 
the others. According the common doctrine the 
apostles, faith the root love and hope. 

The kingdom God, according the common doctrine, 
includes the higher kingdom heavenly spirits; while the 
church comprises only redeemed humanity its present 
earthly development. purely internal, invisible king- 
dom, since connection with depends purely moral 
condition. The doctrine the new covenant, embracing 
all nations, most fully developed Paul; but lies 
the basis all the apostles’ teaching. 

The church regarded all the external community 
the body Christ, Peter’s holy nation, the parable 
the vine John, and the idea the universal priesthood. 
Some, indeed, appear members the church who have 
either never received the new life, or, from lack watchful- 
ness, have fallen back into life are not, therefore, 
regard the church as, according the apostles, consisting 
all the baptized, seems indicated Paul; for this 
would altogether variance with his designation 
the body Christ. All that necessary distinguish 
between narrower and wider domain the church. 

The outward means salvation, baptism and the Lord’s 
supper, are not mentioned all the writers. 
Indeed, the latter mentioned and defined only Paul. 
The greater prominence baptism accords with the general 
apostolic tendency regard chiefly that which relates the 
antitheses world and kingdom God, sin and grace. 

The centre the eschatological doctrine all the apostles 
the second coming Christ. This represented all 
near hand; since they not direct their view more 
particularly the condition which lies between the death 
individual believers and the Parousia, regarding only 
one higher and more intimate communion with Christ. 
the less developed forms doctrine there seems 
distinction between the Parousia and the final consum- 
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while, according Paul and the Apocalypse, there 
will period indefinite duration between the Parousia 
and the last judgment, which all forces hostile the 
kingdom God will destroyed. The distinction 
first and second resurrection, which find the Apoca- 
lypse, seems also intimated Paul, connects 
the glorification believers with the coming Christ, but 
the resurrection unbelievers with the final judgment. 


ARTICLE III. 


THE CREATIVE PERIOD HISTORY. 


REV. EDWARD LAWRENCE, D.D., MARBLEHEAD, MASS. 


THE EVENTS. 


student the creative period history meets, the 
starting-point inquiry, the question authentic record. 
Where such found? geology, and the 
first two chapters rocky and the written 
revelations. This the best, perhaps the only, general 
which the case allows. 

thoughtful reader the first verse from the inspired 
startled its simplicity, comprehensiveness, and 
grandeur. the beginning, God created the heaven 
and the earth.” proclaims the one absolute, originating, 
and creative will. Thus the written record places itself, 
its first announcement, bold conflict with atheism, poly- 
theism, and pantheism. There God, says, and there 
but one. That God the Creator the heavens and the 
earth, not the mere distributer, reformer, manipulator 
his own being into finite universe. the originator 
new substance, fiat and force clearly personal and 
infinite. 

How comprehensive, yet concise, this opening the 
book creation and providence! How appropriate this 
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title-page history! How grand the frontispiece the 
universe 

Some doubt whether this the record the first creative 
act, only the reconstruction old ruin, preceded 
successive creations, catastrophes, and re-formations, recorded 
the rocks, but which the inspired writer makes 
mention. 

The later and the most careful examiners, however, con- 
cur accepting this statement the creative origin 
the material universe. the earth was without form 
and The conjunctive particle vav conversive, de- 
noting the continuity results, favors this the idea 
the writer. The object, order, and unity the record 
favor it, the leading facts geology. For, this 
the record only mere re-fashioning old material, and 
not the creation new substance, the history the world 
commences, singularly enough, the middle, and not 
the beginning, the creative work. should also 
borne mind that, this not account the origin 
the material universe, there none record; and that 
God’s first and most noteworthy act wisdom and power 
fails all mention, and that document claiming ex- 
pressly record the beginning things. 

Further, there the Hebrew term beginning, 
admirable expressiveness the object and exigencies 
the case. was the first, the head all things, 
the beginning the finite and history, that this first fiat 
came forth. And event, thought, even, creative 
act, can antedate the simple force this phrase, the 

history. stands out fundamental contrast with the 
atheistic and pantheistic philosophies, which, because they 
deny creation, and hold, instead, necessary and eternal 
emanation, give only beginningless movement, without 
progress end. 

After this introduction what may called the raw 
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material the universe, organization, the same creative 
agency, comes next chronologic and logical order. The 
Spirit God brooded over the chaotic deeps, and, the 
molecular activity imparted, out the dark, dead mass 
sprang light, and with heat. This discrimination light 
and heat from frigid darkness introduces the chief mediate 
element the rocky formation, and growth the forth- 
coming vegetable and animal kingdoms. 

second discriminative act the upper waters are 
divided from the lower, and atmosphere created vast 
aerial reservoir for vapors drawn the sun, and con- 
densed cold, sent back rain, dews, and snow, cool 
and refresh the heated earth. 

third creative gravitating force gradually consolidates 
the mineral kingdom; the waters, falling away from the 
rising continents and islands, settle into oceans and seas; 
and thus provided for the coming race, the one hand, 
fruitful soil, and the other, broad, ever-flowing high- 
way for its commerce. 

these three discretive movements the creative will, 
four preliminary and indispensable elements science and 
history are brought into air, earth, and 
seas. This completes the azoic ante-life period. 

The next introduces the vegetable kingdom, the lowest 
grades the order vital organisms the grass, the herb 
yielding seed, the fruit-tree yielding fruit, after its 
kind.” Thus was enacted that great law organic unity 
and reproduction which defines and limits species nature, 
which all the sciences now hold fundamental, and 
which rest many their most important classifications 
and generalizations. 

For the more perfect development the vegetable king- 
dom, and anticipation of.the animal, the hitherto diffused, 
cosmical light collected into the sun, great light- 
distributer rule the day, and divider times and 
seasons. How much implied this ruling the sun, 
was for modern science discover. The accumulated 
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power its delicate rays,” says Professor Cooke, produces 
every motion and every change which takes place the 
surface this planet, from the falling avalanche 
the crawling worm.” 

Next, comes forth from the waters moving creature 
that hath first forms the animal kingdom, 
and fowl that may fly above the earth.” 

the last the creative days, two works come together 
—the production land animals and the 
completion the life-period, two did the close the 
ante-life period. The whole was finished appropriately when 
God created man his own image: the image God 
created him; male and female created 

And God said unto them: fruitful and multiply and 
replenish the potent mandate, including the 
mysterious law sexual appetencies and soul-affinities, for 
the continuity and ethical unity the race, with all the 
cementing and culturing influence progenitors and 
descendants. 

From the explication the first chapter Genesis given 
the second, Adam, appears, was for time the sole 
human inhabitant the new-made earth. But God saw 
that solitude was not good for man, and Adam felt the same. 

profound sleep, and dreaming, perhaps, some 
coming bliss, rib taken from the sleeper’s side was divinely 
made woman; whom God brought, the bloom inno- 
cence and beauty, help-meet for him. this created 
duplication man come into history those primal and most 
influential all the institutions marriage and the family; 
very pivot society and destiny. 

From the peculiar and significant manner the woman’s 
creation, taking her the wedding from the hand her 
the man says: This now bone bones 
and flesh flesh. She shall called woman,” 
—the feminine form the Hebrew man, because 
she was taken out her physical nature, she 
is, therefore, creation, derivative and betterment man. 
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Hence man shall leave his father and his mother, and 
shall cleave unto his wife; and they shall one 
Here the law dual unity, the peculiar and affectional 
agglutination most rigid monogamy. unity for 
which the sexes were formed creative wisdom, and 
which they are drawn the purest elective affinities. 
this divine oneness all forms polygamy and concubinage 
are most grievous offence. 

every attempt abrogate this primal law, whether 
ancient modern, the Buddhist ascetics Christian 
priestly celibates seeking higher sanctity than they con- 
ceive allow, has avenged itself the experimenters, 
the dry dreamy degeneracy, the shallow 
humanity which induces them, else the out- 
breaking assertion its normal force the debasements 
scortatory violations. The purest and richest sanctities 
life are attained only within the harmonies these primal 
institutions not breaking them down, the one hand, 
assuming them, the other, clogs the holy 
aspirations men and hinderances their highest destiny, 
either church state. 

The six epochs this creative period, called the record 
—those long working-days Providence—are fol- 
lowed seventh, period rest: And God blessed 
the seventh day, and sanctified Creation, the proper 
sense, was concluded the sixth. far science can 
ascertain, new kingdoms genera species nature 
have since been produced. 

Thus explained that sevenfold division time which 
more less manifest almost all ages and nations. Six days 
are for labor; one for rest and reverent, simple worship. 
This proportion labor rest has been demonstrated, 
actual experiment, just what the physical nature 
man and beast requires, for healthful and most productive 
service. And the prescribed season for worship, with equal 
wisdom, meets equal need man’s moral nature. 
increase essentially the number successive working-days, 
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was attempted the French Revolution, substituting 
tenth for seventh day rest, waste the physical 
forces, and was blunder atheism political economy. 
Any attempt, the other hand, materially lessen this 
number multiplying obligatory holidays, done the 
Romish church, equal infraction the providential 
order superstition, though not, perhaps, equally disastrous. 
All deflections, matters religious irreligious enact- 
ment, prove their results that this Sabbath arrangement 
one those nice harmonies and hinges Providence 
which history full, and which show God wiser 
than men. 

Thus, with these two institutions, marriage and the Sab- 
bath, closes the creative period history. Both have their 
origin peculiarity the creative work; one, the 
formation woman out the man; the other, the six- 
fold division time for labor and seventh day hallowed 


rest. One looks towards human society, the 


unity the race the family the other divine society, 
its moral unity with God the church. 

creation the door through which God makes his 
entrance into history, these two institutions, marriage and 
the Sabbath, are the chariot-wheels Providence, upon 
which moves forth the unfolding his purposes and 
plans government. they may called the corner 
and key-stone the arch human history and human 
destiny. 


OBJECTIONS THE CREATION. 


this view the creative period two objections are 
alleged one, the fact creation; the other, the 
inspired record veritable statement history. the 
former, the atheist and join their forces, and 
nearly the same ground. The atheist, from his central as- 
sumption God, alleges that there creation, but, 
instead, eternally mutating mental and muddy universe, 
without beginning, purpose, progress end. 
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The pantheist, from equally controlling dogma, claims 
that everything God—the one substance self-diffused, 
self-modulated, complete homooustan universe nature 
and God. 

Both agree the form the objection— the impossibility 
the origin the world and history creation. 
nihilo nil fit, has been held invincible argument, 
from the old Greek atheists down the modern German 

Benedict Spinoza demonstrated, supposed, the im- 
possibility that one substance could create, created by, 
another. But the demonstration was purely ideal. con- 
sisted solely definition: Substance that which exists 
cannot created. And substance should created, 
there would two substances, where there is, and can be, 
but one. What not substance, phantom —is nothing. 
This not argument, but assumption. proves nothing, 
and casts not ray light the problem creation. 
Comte affirmed the same impossibility, and even the 
incomprehensibility the idea. Emanuel Swedenborg en- 
larged the difficulty, and ran into clear contradiction. 
Every says, who thinks from clear reason, sees 
that impossible for anything made out 
for nothing nothing, and make anything out nothing 

supposed,” asks Herbert Spenser, that new 
organism, when created, created out nothing? But 
this supposes the creation matter, and the creation 
matter inconceivable. implies relation between 
something and nothing—an idea that cannot formed 
into coherent Those who entertain it, thinks, 
because they refrain from translating their words 
into thoughts. They not really believe, but rather 
believe that they Thus dismisses the theory 
creation worthless and This very explicit, 
and equally dogmatic. 
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But this summary decision final? Were Kepler and 
Copernicus the receivers incomprehensible, contradictory, 
and absurd propositions? Were Bacon and Newton and 
Cuvier mere word-men this profound subject? And are 
our Humboldt and Wagner and Murchison and Silliman 
and Guyot and Agassiz and Dana mere believers that they 
believe? Has all the thinking upon this subject been done 
those who deny the possibility creation 

Besides, such bold averments absurdity and impossi- 
bility indicate shallowness, rather than thorough examination 
and profound thinking. When the project navigating 
the ocean steam was first conceived, Dr. Lardner demon- 
strated, his own entire satisfaction, that was practically 
impossible. And when Walter Scott heard that was pro- 
posed light the streets London with gas, said: 
done; it’s only the dream fanatic.” And even 
Sir Humphrey Davy said, respect the plan: It’s all 
you might well talk lighting London with 
slice the moon.” But these prophets impossibility 
were mistaken. Our cities are illuminated with something 
more brilliant even than moonshine, and which serves 
when have moon. And the ocean ploughed 
innumerable vessels—merchantmen and all 
propelled steam. 


That there are difficulties connection with this creative 


starting-point history thoughtful student will deny. 
How can otherwise, when the Infinite plan 
which includes the production finite universe, and the 
revelation -himself the intelligent that universe 
The astute Hamilton perceived these difficulties, and stag- 
gered under them well-nigh into the postulate pantheism 
atheism, his doctrine the inconceivability, either 
creation the infinite. Yet held each one two 
inconditionates, neither which can conceived 
sible, but which must both true. 

But what, exactly, the theistic and historic doctrine 
creation? The common phrase, God created all things 
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bring into being from nothing” —contain the truth. But 
they are likely confuse those who not think carefully, 
not convey positive error. They give occasion for 
the dilemma which ourselves were once placed 
learned emanationist: God create the world out 
create out of?” “He did not create out any- 
replied. not formula for the thought 
out something, out nothing.” 

The production something out something else 
emanation, formation, development, not creation. The 
other horn the creation out nothing sup- 
poses nothing antecedent something absurdity 
into which only those fall who adopt the Hegelian starting- 
point philosophy: und Nichts ist 
being and non-being, something and nothing, are identical. 
That nothing something indeed contradiction and 
that, its own force, can become something, is, course, 
impossible and absurd. That finite agent can create 
new sculptor produce, well chisel, his 
marble that any effect can produced without 
adequate cause, admits question. Within the 
province the finite, nihilo, nil has universal 
application but beyond that irrelevant, and value. 
Nature, with all her voices, disclaims creative power. But 
her disclaimer worthless and impertinent, except her 
own sphere. human skill can produce even new form 
without material work upon, and tools work with. 
But the Infinite, his work, requires neither materials nor 
tools. 

From all these difficulties, impossibilities, and absurdities, 
the theistic doctrine creation stands entirely clear. With 
them has nothing do, except enter its protest against 
them. 

The doctrine creation, simply stated, is, that the Abso- 
lute and infinitely Perfect, his omnipotent will, brought 
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being the material the finite universe, which before 
had being, either himself anywhere else. 

there anything inconceivable unintelligible this? 
anything impossible absurd? Does not contain the 
elements our most rational thoughts? our most solid, most 
universal logic the law cause and effect, and the 
operation power perfectly adequate the 
personal intelligence, infinite causative will for the created 
universe 

What, then, the source these objections? Atheism, 
pantheism, naturalism, and nothing else, the assumption 
that there God, that everything God. But what 
advantage does either these assumptions bring sci- 
easier suppose that this matchless harmony, 
beauty, and utility the material world, this grand astro- 
nomical, biologic, and moral machinery, has 
beginning end, cause designer, but has been eter- 
know originating and guiding intelligence, design 
will anywhere, all these signs are deceptive 

Or, more rational assume, with the pantheist, 
unconscious and reasonless expansion vast impersonal 
substance into the numberless particles 
that fill the world, the dividing the indivisible, and 
finiting the infinite, the mutation pure spirit into 
gross matter, and its transmutation back into spirit? Does 
science, any her crucibles laboratories, disclose any 
such changes? Has matter ever been detected passing 
into mind, mind into matter? the divine 
itself out the Deity, and then recalling itself back again 

spirit and stone are only terms applied opposite 
ends the same, ever-mutating, one this stone 
was once spirit, and may attenuated again, and the 
spirit cooled and consolidated into stone; the one 
God immanent, and the other God emanent, then all the 
discriminations science are fault, and science itself 
worthless. For, anything clear, the essential 
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difference between mind and matter. science has first 
principle, that bridgeless gulf separates them. One 
may the product the other, matter the infinite 
but parts the same thing, flowing and reflowing, 
and thus originating and modulating the world and man and 
history, without intelligence, will, plan the 
point—this pronounces impossible. And these ground- 
discriminations reason and science cannot trusted, 
reason itself delusive, and science lie; everything 
confused and chaotic; nature and the supernatural, the 
tinker and his tools, the worshipped and the 
all are swallowed this all-devouring generalization. 


The objection the written record the creative period 
follows naturally from the denial creation. For that 
record discriminatingly and positively theistic. 
doctrine creation sets forth, have seen, the exis- 
tence God against atheism, and infinite creative per- 
sonality against pantheism cutting off the infinite series 
the former, and the eternal emanations the latter. Hence 
the confederation all the schools these anti-creative 
philosophies sternest opposition it. Some impugn its 
genuineness, its authenticity, its cosmology, and its harmony 
with itself and with natural science. 
fragmentary, mythical, and allegorical. 

Lord Bolingbroke says the account the creation, 
historical sense, false, unphilosophical, and absurd. Strauss 
thinks the course events cannot have taken place the 
manner there represented for the supernatural unhistoric 
and impossible. things may known from common 
sense,” writes the Swedish seer, not have been, and are 
not acknowledged any one who thinks interiorly, 

few the many attesting harmonies the rocky with 
the written revelation respecting this period will place the 
objection its true light. 
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The Mosaic account refers the creation man directly 
the Almighty fiat; and the rocky record, according the 
testimony its best interpreters, does the same. Chemistry, 
physiology, and paleontology, far they speak all 
the subject, vouch for the correctness this testimony, and 
make evident that man had his beginning, not from any 
self-developing force nature, but personal will and 
power wholly above nature. 

The record ascribes the commencement animal and 
vegetable life the power God; and all the efforts 
establish counter-origin, generation, natural 
selection, electricity, chemical combinations, have signally 
failed. The careful experiments Schultz and Dalle 
must regarded settling the question artificial vital- 
ization. 

The record refers the production light the creative 
fiat, and places the first day. The objectors vauntingly 
alleged the absurdity this, when the sun was not created 
till the fourth day. But they did not distinguish between 
chemico-cosmical and solar light, nor perceive, what chemical 
science now makes perfectly plain, that light result 
reached creative energy through molecular activity and 
gravitation, and, first step the organizing process, 
made its appearance necessarily the first day. 
says Professor Guyot, teaches that the first creation was 
accompanied the manifestation light; and that which 
has been stumbling-block the sceptics thus, reality, 
the corner-stone 

The status the newly-created substance was unor- 
ganized, matter its simplest and most homogeneous con- 
dition. this result the best modern chemists have all 
arrived, and with them the astronomers, geologists, and 
physicists, far they say anything, entirely agree. 

The divisions and subdivisions the creative work, 
given the Mosaic record, are marked and minute. The 
whole mapped out sixfold division time. Then 


occurs, larger generalization, first, what called the 
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azoic ante-life period, filling three the six days, the 
material the universe being produced the beginning 
then light, organizing force; next the evolution the 
atmosphere and last, the mineral kingdom, foundation 
for what was come; the waters, falling off into seas, 
closing the period with the prophetic dawn vegetable 

the discriminations the second, the life-period, the 
record even more full intelligence and minuteness 
plan. The vegetable kingdom, introduced the close 
the former period, makes three steps the progressive work; 
the seedless grasses, and fruit-trees, the last, and 
the perfection, vegetable life. 

the animal kingdom comes fourfold division fish 
for the sea, fowl for the air, quadrupeds roam over the 
land, and man, the crown and sub-ruler all the rest. 

Each great division epoch the creative 
work. one kingdom slides into another, develop- 
ment. one species passes over another, crowds 
aside, any principle natural selection. Nothing de- 
velops anything which not enveloped the creative fiat. 

Now, here series divisions and subdivisions, drawn 
out minutely the order logical progress clearly 
defined plan. The record didactic and perfectly unam- 
biguous. touches the profoundest problems ontology, 
physiology, philosophy, and history the relations the 
finite and the infinite, the production the finite the 
infinite. with masterly freedom into almost every 
department science, with fear being ruled out, 
counter-testimony. 

This appeal the sciences for harmonic confirmation 
made the quiet confidence perfect certainty. 
made, too, where the averments were sure come trial, 
though not till thousands years after, and where error, 


existed, would not fail detection. Such appeal, 


there and then, was venture ordinary boldness. 
one the highest historic sublimities, based one the 
historic harmonies. 
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And what the result? Some the sciences their 
infancy have been dragged into apparent conflict with the 
Bible; but coming maturity, they have all placed 
themselves with its friends and allies. first thought 
that strikes scientific reader the first chapter Genesis,” 
says Professor Guyot, evidence divinity, not 
merely the first verse, but the whole order creation. 
There much that the recent readings science have 
for the first time explained, that the idea man the 
author the account becomes utterly incomprehensible. 
proving the record true, science proves divine; for 
who could correctly have narrated the secrets eternity, 
but God himself?” 

Thus, before all its accusers, and the illuminated 
centre the sciences the nineteenth century, the provi- 
dential Book stands unharmed and undismayed. More and 
more, intelligence increases, found the inspirer 
the best poetry, the patron the best philosophies, and 
the light the best sciences. All these come for the 
seeds their profoundest thoughts and their most beneficent 
discoveries. than Thucydides thousand years, 
more lucid and exact, even what purely historical. 
Before Homer seven hundred years, more and 
more dramatic. the only record the course events 
for the first three thousand years which has any repute 
the bar science philosophy. 

providential record, connects the great facts 
history with the profoundest principles social, political, 
and religious life. not idealistic, nominalistic, but 
practical realism, bearing the great problems 
history, the enlightenment, and for the regeneration, 
humanity. punctures the balloon-like inflations 
self-confident naturalism, and yet tasks the reasoning facul- 
ties the plane most rational science, and the 
solution the weightiest moral problems. treats man 
and his the finite and the Infinite—and their 
relations; man’s duties and destinies. tells him 
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whence came, what is, and whither going 
what most needs know. 

not necessary inquire how this earliest record 
came such remarkable harmony with the latest 
sciences, and embrace its statements many the 
the first principles social and political life; though can 
see but one satisfactory explanation. sufficient that 
can held veritable history, against those who resolve 
into myth allegory, allege against the contra- 
dictions science and common sense. These harmonies 
scatter forever the fogs and fancies the fabulists and alle- 
Can the writing fable, and the things written 
solid and scientific facts 

Thus this written record stands danger from the 
sciences the sound philosophies. essential error has 


been discovered it. fact, any department 


knowledge, has been shown variance with it. Not 
feather fin strikes against it. Not star stone 
impeaches it. 

But how Because book creative history. 
Because God’s revelation himself nature and the 
Bible can never discrepant. And the students these 
two great books cannot, any fair interpretation either, 
placed antagonistic rival relations. Neither side 
has occasion for jealousy, fear the effect advance- 
ments the other. The chief danger comes from igno- 
rance, self-conceit, and dogmatism; and this danger lies 
more less both sides. 
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ARTICLE IV. 


RECENT QUESTIONS UNBELIEF. 


STEARNS, D.D., PRESIDENT AMHERST COLLEGE. 


Never, since the crucifixion, has the religion Christ, 
its purest forms, had stronger hold the popular heart 
than this day. But time has been assailed with 


such variety and persistency argument for its overthrow 


during the hundred years just passed, nor our own 
country during the present century. Within the last 
fifteen twenty years, especially, every department 
knowledge has been solicited, both here and abroad, bear 
witness against it. Even intelligent men, from whom 
might have expected more wisdom, not piety, led away 
what the apostle has designated science, falsely called,” 
and “philosophy and vain have, some in- 
stances, surrendered Christian hopes, and embraced scep- 
ticism terrible unreasonable. The spirit doubt 
has been extensively infused into the popular literature 
the day and romantic semblance Deity has been sub- 
stituted it, alarming degree, for the great personal 
God our Father. These seductive influences have shaken 
the faith many who know little the sources from which 
their misgivings were derived. 

While the unlettered disciple Jesus, besides that great 
witness which has within himself, needs have fear lest 
the argument for should too powerful—even 
the plane the natural understanding—for the argument 
which defends the cross, intelligent men, under such circum- 
stances, have mission, not only stand with firmness 
their own constancy, but protect and strengthen the weak 
beating down antichristian opposition with the weapons 
just reasoning and the wisdom Christ. 

propose few remarks the Recent Questions 
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Unbelief. must premise, however, that they overlap, 
intermingle, and complicate themselves with each other, that 
any perfect classification them, chronologically considered, 
would impossible. the same time, may hope 
them forth with sufficient exactness for the purpose now 
view, arranging them according their be- 
ginning with the less formidable, and proceeding those 
which leave nothing but the blackness darkness, instead 
our old religious lights. 

The first form unbelief may called question 
interpretation. admits that Christianity supernatural 
that Christ high, mysterious, super- 
natural sense, the Son God; that the Bible, least the 
New Testament, supernatural revelation. But en- 
deavors eliminate from the record, means criticism 
and interpretation, all those principles which are distinctly 
evangelical. While admits miracles, especially the resur- 
rection our Lord from the dead, reduces the supernatural 
the lowest possible degree, expressed them, and 
endeavors explain the text that the doctrines the 
divinity Christ, his incarnation God man, his expia- 
tion for sin, the personal divinity the Holy Spirit, super- 
natural regeneration, justification only faith, and all the 
kindred doctrines usually denominated evangelical,” shall 
not found This early opposition the old ortho- 
doxy the fathers was sometimes, the heat conflict, 
denominated infidelity. But was not infidelity, according 
any received usage the term. Though far enough 
from being the Christianity the New Testament, was 
still further from that absolute infidelity which rejects 
acles and everything supernatural the religion Christ. 
had pressed its explanatory and apologetic criticism far 
towards the slippery and perilous edge that abyss 
which separates from infidelity, and from which many 
its front ranks were soon seen plunging down engulfed 
but still was not infidelity. had accepted miracles; 
held strongly, least with one hand, upon the New Testa- 
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ment authoritative revelation, and containing the 
pledges future life. But, the same time, rejected 
nearly the whole that great system Christian doctrine 
which the church, the grand current and sweep its 
faith, has always received. this form unbelief may 
said: first, that its adherents have always been compara- 
tively few. Common Christians could not find its negations 
their Bible. the educated, only small number ever 
ventured, continuous commentary explanation 
whole books, interpret the New Testament according 
it. sustained itself chiefly objections 
generalities. The notion various readings, spurious inter- 
polations, preconceived improbabilities, and consequently 
possible explanations through emendations, conjectures, and 
severe straining the text, satisfactory almost one, 
formed the staple its protest. the second place, the 
foremost minds this form unbelief, those who dared 
follow such principles their logical conclusions, soon came 
reject this method interpretation altogether, unsatis- 
factory and not radical enough meet the facts the case 
the ends view. Progressive minds Germany, Eng- 
land, and America have generally long since given up. 
now, for the most part, conceded that, whatever may 
said Christianity supernatural religion, must 
acknowledged that the New Testament stands teaches 
both and the system connected doctrines which the church 
has generally believed. shall probably opposed 
comparatively few intclligent persons, when assert that 
the system interpretation here described obsolete, and 
that the semi-rationalism which prevailed New England 
forty more years ago, and Germany near the close 
the last century, essentially dead. the idea 
retaining the Bible supernatural authority, and ex- 
cluding the main features the evangelical system from it, 
hopeless and absurd. would like attempt ex- 
plain Homer with the Trojan war left out, construct 
planetary system astronomy with place for the sun. 
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The second question unbelief, nearly allied the 
former, and complicated with it, question inspiration, 
combats this thesis: Holy men old composed the 
sacred scriptures, they were moved thereto the Holy 
Spirit.” most generally admits the fact supernatural 
revelation once given, but totally denies that our biblical 
writings came under the sanction divine 
The Old and New Testaments are merely human and very 
imperfect records some things divinely communicated, 
which the authors our books were able remember and 
put down, but with their own imperfect apprehensions 
these things, and their still more imperfect comments upon 
them. are, therefore, forming our judgments 
what truth, consider the credibility the biblical state- 
ments, their probability and reasonableness, and accept what 
accords with our notions, and reject the rest. Hence, while 
may receive many things contained the Bible, since 
they are confirmed our intuitions our reasonings 
and what may seem likely, cannot select single 
passage scripture, and say it: This was certainly from 
God, and was rightly recorded. The consequences such 
position were might have been expected. Many the 
sketches, narratives, statements, particularly the Old Tes- 
tament; many views God, actions directed sanctioned 
him under the first and several doctrines 
the gospel, particularly the Trinity, the atonement, and the 
eternal punishment the wicked, judged the standard 
what called human reason, pronounced false. 

all this was answered, first, that, mere rationalistic 
grounds, many the objections specific passages and 
accounts, when these accounts come 
carefully examined, disappear. This statement holds good 
all the way from Paulus Colenso, and those who follow. 
Rightly considered, the objections are not there. Secondly, 
the number and weight objections not thus disposed 
are much further reduced correcting the idea inspiration 
which scepticism attributes believers the scriptures, 
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and which some believers certain extent have, former 
times, justified. When remembered that Bible was 
written men and for men,” that was written human 
language persons who expressed their thoughts each 
his own manner, that was written, not for purposes 
scientific accuracy information, but simply for the com- 
munication man divine standard faith and practice, 
most these remaining objections also disappear. 

the doctrines the New Testament, was answered, 
that the human mind not competent decide such 
cases, beforehand, what principles and facts God would 
reveal. Indeed, the very necessity for arises 
chiefly from the incompetency man discover its truths 
unhelped. Moreover, the doctrines question have been 
examined and accepted minds least strong those 
‘who have examined and rejected them, and such contra- 
diction the reason the former has been discovered 
them. They ought not, therefore, put down cer- 
tainly contrary reason. But the principle unbelief 
question does not usually extend total rejection the 
supernatural religion. more commonly accepts the 
Christian miracles, or, least, some them. Most all, 
accepts the fact the resurrection Christ from the 
dead, and logical necessity, therefore, accepts enough 
revelation make the Bible, least the New Testament, 
our highest rule faith and practice. Indeed, few Biblical 
scholars this day would venture reject most the 
received doctrines the church the mere ground im- 
perfect inspiration. Christianity will stand all its leading 
features, set forth our sacred books 
believed the church, unless some more radical question 
than this should destroy it. must totally reject the fact 
truly divine revelation, the Christian miracles, the 
supernatural religion; the necessities probable rea- 
soning will bring back reception again that very 
evangelical system faith which the doctrine imperfect 


inspiration was expected overthrow. short, give 
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the resurrection Christ from the dead, and are sure 
our Christianity from God. This second question, which 
have called question inspiration, quite advance 
the downward plane scepticism upon the first the 
question interpretation. Both views, however, were for 
long period held together within the limits the same 
traditional supernaturalism and veneration. But even the 
denial inspiration and the reliability our scriptures was 
not total though approached fearfully near 
it. There immense difference between the acceptance 
the supernatural our Christianity and the denial it. 
Besides this, has gained almost nothing its favor, 
long one allows that our Bible contains revelation, 
however intermixed and corrupted its transmission. One 
might dispense with all the texts about which there is, 
imagined be, the least possible question, and proceed 
the sacrifice entire chapters, and even books; and the 
great temple truth, its perfect proportions, would still 
remain without single column broken. 

Before passing from these two questions unbelief, 
will proper notice peculiar form under which both 
them sometimes appeared. might called Indifferentism. 
neither exactly accepted, nor exactly denied, the old 
methods interpretation, the old doctrine inspiration, 
the accepted doctrines the church; but passed them all 
unimportant. Dr. Porter, Roxbury, sermon 
preached before the convention Massachusetts ministers, 
1810, expressed the spirit deteriorated Lutheranism 
Germany, and miscalled Arminianism New England, 
had existed and been increasing least since the Revo- 
lutionary War. His subject was Christian Simplicity.” 
After mentioning several doctrines, such original sin, 
Trinity unity, the mere humanity, super-angelic nature, 
absolute Deity Christ, and the absolute eternity 
punishment,” says: individual belief respect 
the truth error these points can but little impor- 
tance, and subject way requires that should 
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given. rather becomes follow the example which 
has been sometimes set learned judges the bench, 
when difficult questions suggested themselves, but whose 
decision the main subject before them did not require, and 
prudently say: Neque teneo, neque But per- 
tinent the object this discourse, and consonant 
serious and deliberate conviction, observe, that cannot 
place finger any one article the list doctrines 
just mentioned, the belief rejection which consider 
essential the Christian faith character.” 

The third question unbelief question revelation. 
Thus far the conflict has gone within the limits pro- 
loyalty Christ. Many the older Unitarians 
regarded the returning Deism the preceding century with 
unfeigned disapproval. And more than justice 
say their historical, though not perhaps logical, successors, 
that they are earnest believers the superhuman Jesus, 
and regard with feelings approaching horror the idea 
Christianity with Christ left out; and, moreover, that the 
difference between them and those who are called evan- 
gelical believers dwindles down infinitesimal, com- 
pared with the awful gulf which lies between them and the 
other wing their own denomination. our third question 
cross the gulf. there revelation? This form 
unbelief answers: No. starts with the underlying as- 
sumption that miracle impossibility, or, least, that 
the fact miracle has never been proved. The historical 
evidence, therefore, usually adduced favor Christianity, 
rejected. But how? The testimony support the 
Christian miracles acknowledged strong. For the 
establishment any common fact history would 
abundant and superabundant. The direct testimony eye- 
witnesses, situated that they could not deceived, 
men who give every possible indication competent intel- 
ligence, candor, and honesty, who attest the truth their 
conviction immense labors and the sacrifice their lives, 
demonstrate, any such evidence can demonstrate, the 
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reality the facts which they declare. The wonderful 
importance the revelations which these miracles were 
wrought confirm; their adaptation, carried out into 
sublime effect, regenerate spiritually individuals and 
masses mankind; the character the Author the 
religion, which, wrought miracles, itself miracle; 
the church, kingdom God earth, built upon him, 
his influence these and numberless collateral evidences 
concentrate upon the Christian miracles more powerful 
proof than can brought sustain any other equally 
ancient events. person would think disputing the 
reality them consequence any defect testimony, 
except from the foregone conclusion that miracles are im- 
possible, or, least, that ordinary evidences, however 
strong, could certify their truth. Hence the problem 
this form explain away the supernatural 
Christianity. not enough array objections, 
allege corruptions the original text, show, show 
could, that some the records are unreliable. the 
religion, the wonderful effects has produced, the miraculous 
story affirms, the seemingly supernatural character its 
author, its inherent, irresistible, constantly disseminating 
power and progress. Here the mighty lever which, beyond 
everything else, lifts mankind. The religion comes 
us, also, bringing its own explanations. 
torically for its existence, and for all the phenomena which 
attend it, the principle the supernatural. 
therefore, must yield, and accept Christianity supernatural 
religion, explain away. This, then, its problem 
explain the existence the New Testament, the existence 
the church founded upon it, the existence and character 
the author it, the experiences and lives his followers, 
principles ordinary history, without anything the 
supernatural connected with it. 

attempting solve this problem, the existence 
Christ, and his crucifixion the time Tiberius Caesar, 
his remarkable, elevated, noble character, his belief in, 
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pretension to, something supernaturally divine himself, 
and his effort found religion, necessarily admitted. 
also the fact that the New Testament records were 
made and finished, essentially their present form, 
the early part the second century, not before the 
close the first, and that the Christian church was built 
upon this religion, and the world has been revolutionized 
it. All this must allowed; but all miracle, all that 
supernatural, the whole idea Christ being more than 
man, must explained away. Many have worked this 
problem with great diligence and perseverance. special 
attempt was made solve the theory myths. 
The writers exaggerate facts, romance them out their 
imaginations, record what was thus exaggerated ro- 
manced others; not exactly intending deceive, nor 
hardly conscious that they were expressing feelings and 
fancies forms truth. this manner Strauss attempted 
explain nearly the whole the New Testament religion. 
Narrative, doctrine, miracle, and all the true greatness 
Christ’s person went down before him. 

But, notwithstanding these ruthless criticisms, the char- 
acter Christ stands out glory, with all the world 
wondering about it; the religion full every presen- 
tation it, and completely implied all the various 
records and exhibitions it; the witnesses are numer- 
ous and unimpeachable bearing testimony it; and 
such great kingdom light and love has been built upon 
it, that very little impression has been made upon the un- 
educated the learned minds its friends against it. 
While they have taken some trouble answer the assail- 
without single doubt the faith believers has only 
been strengthened the attacks. Theodore Parker, 
however respected for his philanthropic efforts many, 
not extravagant say that, with considerable beauty 
language and many noble sentiments and all the argument 
which could command, his writings have made im- 
pression upon evangelical scholars the way creating 
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alarm misgiving. Life Jesus” hardly now 
deserves notice, except brilliant, but extinguished, 
vanity. For time made some impression, but now 
regarded, even the unbelievers, hardly more than 
romance. Throwing out all miracle and everything 
natural the Gospels, and reducing the Saviour the 
world mere, though remarkable, man, this author’s 
problem account for the wonderful story stories 
recorded the evangelists, and their still more wonderful 
exhibition the character Christ and the Christianity 
which started, and which has overspread and overmastered 
the civilized world. Assuming the falsity large portions 
the fourth Gospel; more than insinuating the charge 
dishonesty against the Apostle John; rejecting everything 
the other evangelists which cannot easily woven into 
his theory; resorting, the case the resurrection 
Lazarus from the dead, the absurd supposition that Jesus 
was himself deceived, connived great imposition, and 
that Lazarus, feigning himself dead, wrapped himself 
grave-clothes and came forth the Master’s all 
this because was necessary make the impression 
supernatural power that time, order overcome the 
imagine that has accounted sufficiently for Christ and his 
religion. His work, which nothing less than romance 
founded certain facts the life Christ, has charms for 
some, and some may bewildered its delusions; but 
every wise man Christian experience will only con- 
firmed his faith the utter shallowness, the total 
ciency, this attempt destroy it. The idea lighted 
candles will not explain the stars, nor the supposition 
brass ball two feet diameter explain the sun; but they 
are better explanations than Strauss and Renan and those 
who think with them have given the religion Christ. 
The fourth question unbelief question 
Astronomy, geology, ethnology, and the science organized 
beings generally, are set forth giving testimonies incon- 
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sistent with the principles natural and revealed religion. 
Science thought infallible. Religion, therefore, must 
succumb it. 

More than two hundred years ago the whole Catholic 
church was thrown into convulsions the astronomical 
discoveries Galileo. were considered threatening 
the overthrow the entire Bible. this case the 
sions science were fully sustained. But improved 
intelligence the principles interpretation brought 
about natural and durable harmony between astronomy 
and revelation; and confidence the Bible, instead being 
destroyed, became stronger than ever. our day, geology 
and the Book Genesis have come into imagined contra- 
diction. Paleontology, especially, thought conclu- 
sively opposed the Mosaic account the creation. This, 
course, believers revelation deny; and they furnish 
plausible harmonies answer alleged disagreements, 
which, not above question, are almost infinitely 
probable than the idea uninspired fable. But, without 
insisting this position, conclusions out the opened 
volumes the earth should finally established oppo- 
sition any which are usually drawn from the sacred scrip- 
tures, now seems morally certain that, astronomy, 
geology and paleontology, clearer insight into the 
real meaning and genius the Bible would bring out har- 
mony between the works and word God. Ethnology, 
also, has boldly denied the Bible doctrine the unity the 
human race. But later theories the creation, and the 
origin species and organized being generally, confidently 
maintain that all the orders living beings sprang from 
very few original types, and perhaps from single type. 
Hence the great argument for the diverse origin the 
human races far from being conclusive that more 
thorough systems scientic unbelief which have lately 
found favor, can secure converts only renouncing it. 
may say, then, with regard the scriptures, that even 
scientific grounds alone there reason for supposing 
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that tne sciences question can ever weaken their 
The progress science may require better understanding 
the principles, and some further modifications the 
methods, biblical interpretation. But see not how 
possible for them disturb the position that the sacred 
scriptures, properly understood, furnish perfect, and the 
only perfect, rule faith and practice. 

The scriptures, must remembered, however, were 
not written teach the sciences, but only reveal religion. 
When the sciences, called, shall prove themselves able 
contradict successfully any the great moral and religious 
principles the Bible; and when shall appear certain, 
after careful review, that those principles thus contradicted 
are the but not till then, need tremble 
for the ark God. 

But modern scepticism seeks array the sciences against 
revelation another way. maintains that all processes 
the universe are carried natural laws, and that 
miracles and the supernatural, being contradictory them, 
are impossible. What this but new version the oft- 
refuted sophism Mr. Hume? certainly begs the question. 
Its supporters say that natural laws are never suspended, and 
that nothing ever occurs except accordance with them. 
But how they know They answer: have seen the 
constancy nature’s laws; but have never seen them 
interrupted. Very well; you have never seen them inter- 
rupted but does follow that nothing has ever occurred 
the universe except what you have seen? But again, you 
have never seen the constancy nature interrupted, you 
have seen many phenomena nature which you cannot 
explain any existing laws. 

But suppose, for the sake argument, granted that 
the Creator started the germs and processes all things 
the beginning, and rested forever? How known that, 
his complicated arrangements, and with his infinite fore- 
sight and power, did not make provision for all that 
call miracle, for special providence, 
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designate acts, for answers prayer? The truth is, 
men forget, their mere natural studies, that there 
supernatural living, infinite Being who created 
that there infinitely intelligent, active Mind; and that 
there are minds, well matter, which has into 
being. the study mere natural laws they have 
room for God be, work, among them. But what! 
Did create, and then enter into nothing? he, like 
Budh, after once existing, gone into nicban? But they 
say, all science built the constancy nature’s laws 
and could have certainty our inductions without 
such laws. But are none nature’s laws above our com- 
prehension, and almost much above the Christian 
miracles? And yet the study science goes on. Indeed, 
miracles are peculiar much above the common order 
events, exceptional —that, rightly regarded, they never 
can disturb the usual processes nature the conclusions 
rational science. 

There have been attempts, powerful attempts, prove 
induction and inference that the universe now 
exists, with its myriads starry globes,—the earth, with 
all its vegetable, animal, and rational forms life, the 
result development, through millions ages, from some 
original, created uncreated, unity. other words, 
there be, was, God, has been totally inactive, far 
our earth concerned, for countless millions 
Without arguing the question length, may sufficient, 
for the present, say, first, that this theory, while its 
scientific forms does not deny the being God, has its 
logical, not say well-understood, basis pantheism. For 
once admit the being living, personal God, the original 
Creator all things, and the groundwork all this dis- 
belief destroyed. 

Scientific scepticism, these lines non-belief, 
tally failed its destroy the grounds natural 
and revealed religion. sceptical writer, full sympathy 


with Mr. Darwin’s work the Origin Species, and 
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Article contained the Westminster Review for that 
year makes this remarkable concession: years ago, 
fact, the position the supporters the special creation hy- 
pothesis seemed more impregnable than ever, not its own 
inherent strength, any rate the obvious failure all the 
attempts which had been made carry that time, 
then, the concession high authority among the sceptical 
critics the scientific side, science had totally failed 
its attempts overthrow religion. Since that time, have 
the treatises the But the journal 
just alluded to, while applauding the first those works 
the highest terms, and hoping that something decisive might 
made out it, was constrained acknowledge, every 
one must be, that the main propositions the author had 
not been proved. While the doubters thus doubt, what 
reason have for being disturbed the foundation 
our faith, either natural religion revealed? the 
contrary, the argument from science not against super- 
natural creation and government the world, and 
miracles. 

But there another form scientific unbelief. might 
almost call separate question practical economy. 
Sustaining itself the regular sequences cause and 
effect, consists simple abandonment faith and all 
further inquiry respecting it. says: Let make the 
most this know nothing another. And when 
conscience enters its loud protest against the recklessness 
and wickedness this decision, compromise attempted 
with the higher nature thus outraged and outcrying, 
implied pledges live for the good-of the race, whose only 
immortality found the endless succession its 
generations earth. form unbelief which, under 
able leaders, has taken powerful hold the working classes 
England. refer, course, secularism, which 
means living for this world only. simply the old prac- 
tical atheism the human heart, and was sufficiently 


4 


RECENT QUESTIONS UNBELIEF. 483 


answered the Psalmist, three thousand years ago, when 
said: fool hath said his heart, There God.” 

Positivism, all its forms, necessarily inconclusive 
the theistic question. its observation phenomena and 
deduced therefrom, discovers God; 
though men generally phenomena have impressed the 
fact his being. But, were true that the entire phe- 
nomena the universe failed evidence divine personality, 
nothing could thereby established against the reality 
the divine existence; for God might be, and might proved 
be, phenomena did not witness, they do, the fact. 

must not pass this form unbelief without notice 
recent phase it, Professor Huxley and his notions 
protoplasm. protoplasm, course means the primor- 
dial forms life, and maintains that they are the actual, 
though material, basis all life; the same the animal 
and the vegetable, producing nervous forces and activ- 
ities and thoughts. But does not this hypothesis assume, 
what makes progress attempting prove, that there 
higher element man than protoplasmic cells? 
his own ground, all egg formations are originally alike, 
and develop differently, why may not similar protoplasma 
develop forces which are radically unlike? But any 
ground, has the Professor, after all, proceeded whit beyond 
what was revealed the Hebrews three thousand years ago, 
viz. that the life the blood”; and therefore, the 
principle life for life, blood makes atonement? 
cannot see that the new form protoplasm proves anything 
against immateriality thought and the doctrine religion. 

The last question unbelief question philosophy. 
rejects the doctrine personal God our Father, and sub- 
stitutes world-god its stead. This the god 
the pantheists though variously defined, substantially 
the aggregate and unity all the forces nature, physical 
and mental, with the phenomena resulting therefrom, work- 
ing blindly, regular processes development, towards 
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nitely complicated system things— without Creator, 
without guiding intelligence, without meaning, without 
end; the immense whole denominated God, but never 
reaching consciousness wisdom, except they exist 
man. course, accountability and the hope personal 
immortality, and the religion Christ understand it, 
perish together. 

The basis this radical form unbelief found the 
supposed inability the human mind demonstrate its 
reasonings the being personal God. need not 
advance, this connection, any philosophical discussions 
subject and object, being and becoming, mind and matter, 
and relations between them. may sufficient say 
that pantheistic philosopher, from Spinoza Hegel (if 
Hegel, indeed, was pantheist), nor any who followed after, 
have been able prove nor possible prove 
negative the question: there personal God? The 
most that can said, is: Behold, have gone forward, 
and not there; and backward, and cannot 
him.” They have sought him where supernatural, spiritual, 
holy God would least likely reveal himself, the pro- 
cesses the natural understanding, they have looked for 
him among the uncertainties supposed intuitions, and they 
have not found him. rather, the problem which pantheism 
assigns itself is, how conceive, reason out, explain 
the creation without Creator. could have succeeded 
all this line argument, would not have proved the 
non-existence our God, but only that the metaphysical 
evidence his being insufficient establish it. Though 
will not much this, all that the meta- 
physical pantheist could possibly demonstrate. Then, 
should remembered that not only have all theistic and 
Christian philosophers rejected the assumptions which 
these reasonings are based, but leading philosopher 
this school has ever been satisfied with the postulates and 
conclusions his predecessor. Nor has single principle 
demonstrably opposed natural revealed religion been 
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established. Moreover, not only all the evidences the 
divine existence drawn from our intuitions, from observation 
design and final causes, and from the natural sentiment 
mankind remain untouched, but this last evidence, the 
universal sentiment the race, convicts the doctrine 
metaphysical non-belief positive absurdity. all-god, 
which God, develops universal falsehood human 
nature; makes that nature testify firmly and universally 
belief which has foundation. 

Once more, the enormous which could suppose 
that this vast and complicated system things was de- 
veloped out nature without which must the 
fact, pantheism would enable believe that 
Christianity was developed the same way; that, 
the process development, that beautiful being, the Christ 
the New Testament, came forth, the single and glorious 
outflowering the human race; that had pleased blind 
nature, which had developed such infinite variety 
wonders, develop, last, its masterpiece, incarnate 
God working miracles, being out nature nature’s 
head, embodying its forces himself, and exercising them 
according his will; and thus, coming round the circle 
the track pantheistic argument, would get back every- 
thing, and have real God and Saviour, after all. 

also significant, this subject, that while positivism 
and transcendentalism stand forth strenuous antagonism 
each other, Christianity alone, system, able 
mediate between them, and include them. She supplements 
positivism the intuitions the reason and the convictions 
consciousness especially when the inward evidence as- 
cends the region communion with God and perfect 
and the same time gives and direction 
the inward beholdings transcendental belief. 

view this exhibition scepticism the present 
day, becomes obvious, that have cause for being 
“shaken mind” the unbelief some distinguished 
scholars. Considering circumstances, their infidelity need 
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not surprise us. While researches, and 
beseech them all ways honest inquiry, 
would not charge them with conscious dishonesty weighing 
the Christian evidences, with overmastering wish 
break them down. Many them have been led their 
conclusions objections and difficulties which they have 
really experienced their reasonings. But estimating 
the worth their opinions, some special considerations 
ought noticed. the first place, according their 
own showing, they have never experienced that great spiritual 
renewal themselves which the gospel designates, and all 
evangelical Christians accept, resurrection from the 
dead, new creation, and new birth; and which declares 
necessary order that man should have the true 
witness himself, any clear perception the grounds 
Christian truth. the next place, unbelievers are neces- 
sarily prejudiced, and most powerfully prejudiced, against 
some the essential principles the New Testament scrip- 
for instance, the Christian atonement, the change 
heart, and the deep personal depravity which makes that 
change indispensable. While they accept religion 
natural culture, the idea supernatural redemption 
repulsive them. The educated mind, and the more 
highly educated the more proud becomes, must either 
receive these doctrines, and submit what they involve, 
reject and denounce them false. Hence, unconsciously 
themselves, perhaps, many are predisposed construct 
adopt systems which set the brand falsehood re- 
ligion obnoxious them. Hence, part, the denials 
the supernatural, and the attempts explain religion 
mere natural principles. would account speak un- 
candidly those men who reject the revelation which our 
hopes are all centred. But must say that, while our 
solemn conviction the unbelievers have totally failed all 
their principal efforts explain religion, the New Testament 
has beforehand explained them, or, least, some them. 
Among many passages, take the following: Light has come 
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into the world, and men loved darkness, rather than light” 
((1 will pray the Father, and will give you another Com- 
forter, even the Spirit truth, whom the world cannot 
receive, because seeth him not, neither knoweth him” 
they knew God,” might have known him, they 
glorified him not God, but became vain their imagina- 
tions, and their foolish heart was darkened”; Professing 
themselves wise, they became preaching 
the cross them that perish foolishness” The world 
wisdom knew not “The natural man 
not the things the Spirit God; for they are foolishness 
unto neither can know them, because they are spirit- 
ually Moreover, the very studies these men 
lead them away from God. They confine themselves chiefly 
the laws nature, mere natural causes and effects, 
the the natural understanding doubtful in- 
tuitions neglecting the conscience and the deep wants and 
longings the soul. great philosopher the domain 
unbelief has ever taken universal sin and guilt, the New 
Testament represents it, into his but has left out 
fact, which, fact, must vitiate his conclusions. 
How should conduct ourselves, view the unbelief 

which presses hardly upon us? the mass less edu- 
Christians say, confidently: You have call 
follow the sceptic through the tortuosities and subtleties 
learned irreligion. The faith, you have received it, 
light the earth, and light within you. makes your 
days blessed, and lifts you into the heavens, while you cry 
out, exultingly: know that Redeemer liveth.” The 
worst that could happen that our Christianity should 
finally fail us, and thus all down together. And for 
our part, had rather down with John and Paul, and 
the blessed mother our Lord, and the martyred 
champions, and the great church teachers, and the precious 
saints have known who lived and loved and slept 
Jesus, than with Celsus and Porphyry and Julian, Voltaire 
and Thomas Paine, and the more respectable, but less 
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determined, unbelievers, Strauss and Parker and Renan. 
Yes, let down, down must, with that Divine 
Man, though man, Calvary, who flooded all the ages which 
came after him with life and light and joy and love, than 
with Judas who betrayed him, Pilate and Herod who gave 
him up, and the “scribes and Pharisees, 
whatever generation, who have cried: Away with him! 
Crucify him; crucify him!” 

But shall not down. The religion Christ that 
munition rocks” against which the infidel cannon has 
been thundering for centuries, and has never made 
destructive breach. possible that for thousands 
years the world has been crying, God, God,” 
when there God? nature, the universal whole 
things, true the instincts beasts and birds and 
reptiles which has developed, failed only, and failed fa- 
tally, the instincts man? Was Christ imposter? 
Let open our New Testament, and read: When was 
come down from the mountain, great multitudes followed 
him. And behold, there came leper and worshipped him, 
saying, Lord, thou wilt, thou canst make clean. 
Jesus put forth his hand, and touched him, saying, will; 
thou clean. And immediately his leprosy was cleansed.” 
Could the Christ the Sermon the Mount have uttered 
the ineffably pure and heart-searching sentences that 
soul-ravishing discourse, and wind with the miserable 
juggleries false miracle and imposition upon the 
Could pass days and hours deceitful contrivances and 
duplicities, that hypocritical shows might astonish and 
gain the multitudes, and, with deterioration character, 
come out the blessed Christ whom worship? 
difficult,” says without exhausting super- 
latives, even unexpressive and wearisome entirety, 
justice our intense love, reverence, and admiration for 
the character and teaching Jesus. regard him, not 
the perfection the intellectual philosophic mind, but 
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the perfection the spiritual character, surpassing 
all men all times the closeness and depth his com- 
munion with the Father. reading his sayings, feel 
that are holding conversation with the wisest, purest, 
noblest being who ever clothed thought the poor language 
humanity. studying his life, feel that are fol- 
lowing the footsteps the highest ideal yet presented 
All this! and yet whole life falsehoods 
and impositions—the alone super-eminent man, yet making 
which, were not divine, were blasphemy. 
No, no; there other alternative; the glory Christ 
must into dread eclipse, must say, with the cen- 
turion: Truly this was the Son 

the mass educated men one might say almost the 
same thing: You have call perplex yourselves often 
with the objections unbelief. Live your religion, enjoy 
it, and grow it; remembering the words the Lord 
Jesus: Blessed are they who have not seen me, and yet 
have But, there must officers armies, 
the defence Christianity there must leaders and 
champions for the foremost foes. must have scholars 
who can sound the depths Fichte and Feurbach, test the 
inductions Darwin and the and meet Paulus 
and Baur and Powell and Jowett their own grounds. 
Nor need they afraid study the universe, whether 
material, natural. Only let them study reverently, 
living, meanwhile, “in the and the Spirit which 
guides them into all truth will preserve them. 

dealing with the scepticism the present day, there 
peculiarity which must not passed without notice. The 
profane levity and bitter scorning the preceding century 
has nearly ceased. The unbelievers have grown serious. 
They longer rail the Nazarene. They stand the 
dead form the blessed Christ with head uncovered they 
touch the bier they bear him forth tenderly; 
they bury him with religious rites, “dust dust, ashes 
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neither here nor hereafter shall see him any more. But 
not yet has human thought become free. The infinite 
Father must also down. the universe there must 
God. The unbelievers understand they 
perform their work resolutely, but sorrowfully and there 
strange mixture wretchedness and exultation, they 
contemplate the The world with them length 
free for that awful power longer overshadows it. But 
there are yearnings the desolated heart which will not 
appeased. The loneliness, the vacancy, the sense bereave- 
ment which some them express their melancholy glad- 
ness appalls us. Could Sarah Hennell and her distinguished 
brother, whose death she sorely lamented, have had the 
spirit him who cried out, Lord, believe; help thou 
mine one who exclaimed, anguish, fearing 
that the foundations his faith were passing away, Ask 
the Saviour you believe in, true, convince me,” 
she might have seen the heavens opened, and the Son 
Man standing the right hand and, instead 
those poor attempts exult the discoveries foremost 
thought, amidst the appalling darkness her spirit, she 
might have joined the chorus: Unto born Saviour.” 
the hazard being thought unscholarly our discussion, 
accord such persons our compassion. They seem 
like mourners, who have come from the funeral 
the Great God. While contend argument, believers 
are prayer, ought pray for misguided scholars, 
with whom have many sympathies, him who said, 
live that who cried, Father, forgive them, for 
they know not what they do,” might guide them unto truth. 

closing caution still remains. All Christians should 
regard it; for springs from the nature their religion. 
While not believe the utility too much what 
may called preaching, when such subjects are under dis- 
cussion; nevertheless, certain the religion true, 
there moral influence which must affect our conclusions. 
Take heed,” said the apostle, “lest there any you 
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evil heart unbelief departing from the living 
the religion true, cannot understand our scriptures 
without spirit which harmony with them. the 
neglect true Christian culture, the disuse spiritual 
communion and loving, obedient endeavor, the mind will 
grow dark. appalling retribution, that they who 
exclude the light gradually lose the power see. 
dark caves have rudimentary eyes, but vision, so, 
the real truth disliked, regarded with prejudice, the 
mind will darkened its perception. meet blind 
man, with downcast face and hesitating step, groping his 
way along the street, and are sad for our blind brother. 
But how much more object compassion the 
sightless soul. 


ARTICLE 


DEMOSTHENES AND THE RHETORICAL PRINCIPLES 
ESTABLISHED HIS EXAMPLE. 


THE LATE GEORGE SHEPARD, D.D., PROFESSOR BANGOR THEOLOGICAL 
SEMINARY. 


its highest and best state early period its history. 
another remarkable fact, that there has been almost 
universal concurrence the sentiment that places Demos- 
thenes the head all the eloquent. Men have differed 
most other matters. But all eyes, from all countries and 
all ages, have agreed look upon Demosthenes the prince 
orators. The verdict all time being is, and being 
right, probably, have selected him being thus the 
highest authority all matters eloquence, and, for the 
purpose have view, shall first give mere outline his 
summary the qualities his manner and 
style then proceed derive from him certain ora- 
torical using him teacher and corrector, and 
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bringing this acknowledged standard some the doctrines 
and practices these later times. 

The Grecian orator was born about His father, 
who was respectable and affluent, died when was seven 
years age. This event placed him under the care 
guardians, who plundered his property, while they neglected 
his education. native endowments, said, there 
was early evidence anything very remarkable. 
physical constitution, are told, was slender, sickly 
habit. But while his body was originally weak, his passions 
were that for distinction showing itself decisively. 
The vindictive passions, also, were very prominent and 
active. 

The fire eloquence was early enkindled within him. 
Hearing Callistratus deliver oration, Demosthenes felt 
the charm his oratory, beheld the distinction conferred, 
and then and there resolved become orator the very 
first order. resorted for instruction Isaeus, account 
the nerve his style, rather than Isocrates, who was 
the more celebrated rhetorician. Cicero intimates that 
had help from Plato. But Demosthenes, great extent, 
brought himself self-culture, severe personal 
this part his course there was the utmost diligence and 
decision. However, previous this protracted and rigid 
self-discipline, made some public attempts. The first 
was prosecution his guardians, who had defrauded him 


his patrimony. Here succeeded well that ad- 


ventured further. stepped higher arena, and failed. 
was laughed down and hissed away. But carried 
with him indomitable spirit, that said, the depths 
his disgrace: will return, and stand this same place, 
the first orator Athens. went out sight. went 
underground. His failure was prominently the matter 
delivery. entered his subterranean abode, chiefly 
practice and perfect himself this. There studied and 
practised, sallying forth into the light only get the material 
used his solitude having shaved one half his head, 
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that there might possibility another premature 
attempt. 

the fitness and efficacy some his resorts now 
difficult judge favorably. How speaking when out 
breath should strengthen the lungs, how articulating with 
pebbles the mouth should cure stammering, can hardly 
understand. They are certainly remedies which are not 
resorted tonow. But his attention during his withdrawment 
from the world was not wholly given the and 
graces action. tasked most severely his powers 
thought, and composed many those passages, and even 
orations, which have since been the admiration the world. 

was years before Demosthenes appeared again 
before popular assembly and soon after the field opened 
admirably for his nervous and heated eloquence. Philip, 
craft and bravery, was fast striding the sovercignty 
all Greece, went trampling state after state into 
subjection. The Athenians, who alone could have brought 
him stand, turned him back, looked with indif- 
ference. these two points—the arrogant, deceiving, 
all-grasping Philip, and the uncaring, supine Athenians 
did the mind the orator fasten and glow and blaze. 
was favored with audience that could feel all that was 
forcible the sentiment and spirit, and appreciate all that 
was melodious and fine turned the style his eloquence. 
The common were masters the. language critics, 
often, its scholarly niceties; practiced judges upon every 
species oratory. became speaker careful how 
came before such auditors. And Demosthenes was care- 
ful. appeared willingly only when 
himself thoroughly. The preparation extended, not merely 
the gathering material, the framing the argument, 
the arranging the thoughts and illustrations, but the nice 
choice and position the occasionally the musical 
balance the sentences short, the utmost closeness, 
richness, strength the language. This did Demosthenes 
and Pericles, and the greatest orators that age. 
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Demosthenes was remarkable for growth the line 
effectiveness, the last effort made. His last effort, 
the oration Περὶ Στεφάνου, was his greatest; this being 
made the age fifty-five, the year 330 B.c., eight years 
before his death. What have say this connection 
will have exclusive reference this, which called his 
masterpiece. 

The occasion was follows: Soon after the defeat 
Cheronea, which determined the subjugation Greece 
and the complete ascendancy Philip, Demosthenes, who 
had prepared for, and even advised to, this battle, was 
assailéd the voice faction, because his measures had 
been unsuccessful. this juncture, Ctesiphon, the part 
the friends Demosthenes, that the clamor unreason- 
able men might silenced, moved decree the senate, 
ratified the popular assembly, that Demosthenes 
crowned with golden crown, consideration the libe- 
rality his private expenditure upon public work with 
which was intrusted. The senate agreed the measure. 
But ere the question came before the popular assembly, 
Aeschines, the rival and enemy Demosthenes, commenced 
prosecution against Ctesiphon the mover decree 
which was contrary law: First, Demosthenes, being 
public accountant, had not passed his accounts and had 
them approved; and the law was, that such person should 
receive crown till his accounts had been examined and 
approved. Secondly, the crowning was proclaimed the 
theatre, which was contrary law. Thirdly, the motion 
was full falschoods, stating that the conduct Demosthenes 
had been honorable and highly serviceable the country, 
when the fact was far otherwise. was eight years before 
this memorable contest between these two greatest orators 
the age came on. 

length the tribunal, composed five hundred the 
wisest and best citizens Athens, was seated, and around 
them crowded myriads eager auditors, curious hear the 
advocacy cause which would range over space 
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twenty years, and bring for argument 
all the great national affairs and events for that long and 
pregnant period. opened with great ability, and 
his speech expressed the wish that Demosthenes might 
compelled use the same method arrangement his 
defense, which himself had used the accusation. But 
such power was exercised against Demosthenes. was 
allowed order, which was far better for him than 
one Aeschines prescribed. What Aeschines would have 
him put first, and make the chief point, Demosthenes re- 
duced down the smallest possible size, and laid away 
very quietly the middle his speech. 

Our orator begins conciliating his audience; meeting 
the threshold the obnoxious attribute egotism, which 
would forced into his speech the nature the argu- 
being very prominently defence his own 
course and the measures his administration. cast the 
blame this feature upon his adversary, who had instituted 
impeachment such nature. implores kind and 
candid hearing, the ground that everything was stake 
with him. affects not come once the main 
question, because his adversary had not kept it. had 
brought matters foreign, false, and injurious himself, 
which must meet and correct the outset, the judges 
would not state view his case impartially. 
goes on, then, raise sentiment his own favor, even 
excite spirit admiration toward himself. this end, 
passes over, rapid and suggestive sketch, past events 
which and Aeschines had been prominent brings 
view the craft and hostility Philip, his fearful encroach- 
ments, his own inflexible opposition all his schemes, and 
the favor and service Aeschines had done Philip the det- 
riment Athens. avails himself here the strong 
national sentiments and feelings his countrymen, touching 
upon topics which feed that feeling, that might carried 
its tide toward his great object. Having thus prepared 
the way, the upon the ground the laws 
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respecting the crown, which was his adversary’s strong and 
main point, and his weak one. affects meet fully 
and fairly; makes all clear and obvious, few 
strokes, that all but apologizes for turning aside from his 
main drift notice all. then turns back again 
most willingly the topics was before; gives them 
more expansion shows that the failure his measures was 
attributed fortune. The measures advised 
were the only likely and practicable ones. one did, 
one show any better. defies his antagonist, even 
now, can, point out any better; and, un- 
parallelled strain, ascribes the actors those adverse 
events the high glory following the footsteps their 
ancestors. compares his own resources the conflict 
with those Philip; shows that had been embarassed 
and defeated his patriotic designs the influence 
Aeschines and his party, who all along played into the hands 
Philip. comes, next, more private matters 
the personal character and conduct Aeschines and himself; 
and here are epithets reproach, and passages scorching 
obloquy, which cannot well matched. then draws 
picture good citizen, show, the contrast, the vileness 
his adversary; and concludes with the sentiment, which, 
indeed, runs through the speech, that Aeschines was with 
Philip, and against the country Demosthenes, the opposite. 

Wherein, now, lies the power this speech Demosthenes, 
the speeches Demosthenes generally? may 
answer this negatively, and say: not few detached 
and remarkable passages, which you can take out, and 
they shall seem admirable and forcible they are 
the piece. There are not this speech the unevennesses 
and the contrasts which sometimes appear our eloquent 
men. earnestness, passion, progress throughout. Again, 
not the power pregnant, condensed thought and 
Demosthenes great and independent sentiment maxim, 
such Burke, for example, abounds in. )We read 
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long way the great speech before find substantial 
one like the following: becomes individuals their 
private concerns, and the state public affairs, shape 
their subsequent conduct consistency with the brightest 
passages their former this; but few 
our orator like it. 

Nor was his power all pathetic appeal, nor the 
kindred attribute humor for both these was almost 
wholly wanting. possessed, did not use, either 
power. His eloquence was the bare, unrelieved, severe 
sort. had, more senses than one, great severity. 
Singularly severe the bad, the abusive sense, had 
almost frightful degree the power withering sarcasm 
and cumulative reproach. calls his adversary 
reviler,” wretch,” Why, then, wretch, 
you bring your false accusations? Why you fabricate 
your lying words? Why you not purge out your filth 
with calls him pompous declaimer,” 
“the offscouring, the the courts,” word-spawner,” 
“execrable most abandoned citizen, the 
common pest all that have perished men, districts, 
Though Demosthenes had the eloquence Paul, 
had nothing his spirit. His was the spirit utter 
selfishness, intense, unappeasable revenge. 

Let turn, now, the rhetorical severity. 
says Lord Brougham, the vast superiority the chaste, 
style the Greek orators and writers more con- 
spicuous than the abstinent use their prodigious faculties 
expression. single phrase, sometimes word, and the 
work done, —the desired impression made, were, with 
one stroke; there being nothing superfluous interposed 
weaken the blow break its This rigid abstinence 
extends matters figure and ornament. The extended, 
gorgeous, high-wrought figure not found our orator. 
Often the extreme the brief and the simple,—as 
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become black with overhanging perils, when, with one magic 
touch, the orator causes them all pass away before the 
potency his decree, ὥσπερ cloud.” 

Before proceeding further giving specimens our 
orator’s figures, remark that there really dearth 
figures, that is, such figures one can take out, and hold 
specimens, with good effect. Still, though this charac- 
teristic has led some critics deny the fact, are compelled 
admit, read Demosthenes, that has highly 
figurative style. The figures are closely inwrought into the 
whole texture the words, facts, argu- 
ments. The facts and arguments are figures; the figures 
are all arguments. 

will begin our illustrations with metaphor. The great 
oration full this figure; but lies very much the 
words, and therefore not separable for purposes illus- 
tration. The following this kind: the Greek state 
there shot crop (φορά) traitors, mercenary and 
abandoned, such one remembered! any former 
period.” instance very pregnant metaphor, 
where the words are full figurative sense that critics 
and commentators have been greatly plagued get out into 
English the whole strong, picturesque meaning. says: 
Aeschines has disgorged upon the foul contents his 
own villainy and injustice.” The original 
before this picture, viz. one dashing into the face 
previous night’s debauch. Our orator’s terms re- 
proach, often cleaving, and ludicrously, 
turesque, are metaphorical; and their singular force results 
from this fact. this way gets great deal hot, 
heavy obloquy into word, and then drives into his adver- 
sary without any flinching. Thus, the close passage 
where succeeds winding Aeschines, breaks out 
upon him: ἐμβρόντητε. say thunderstruck,” get 
out but portion the for Demosthenes intends 
insinuate that Aeschines was turned into fool, 
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clap thunder. Again, the phrase Raising his voice, 
and exulting and vociferating,” the last word chosen 
present ludicrous image the fellow straining and 
cracking his wind-pipe. term which our orator repeatedly 
applies his antagonist, and which can only render, 
despicable wretch,” carries the scorned idea spit 
κατάπτυστον, this This must suffice illus- 
tration the character and power the metaphors 
Demosthenes, his way employing which gained 
his orations great condensation and liveliness. 

Antithesis another figure which our orator seems 
have been very fond. And this figure loved, doubtless, 
affording condensation especially, combining close- 
ness with clearness produce vivacity. The single 
instance which will adduce fine one, for the quick 
turn the parts and the rapidity the movement: 
the parallel between your life and mine, Aeschines, and de- 
mand this audience which the two each them had 
rather for his past. You were usher, was scholar; 
you were initiator, was initiated; you danced the 
games, presided over them; you were clerk the assembly, 
member; you, third-rate actor; spectator; you 
were constantly breaking down, always hissing you; your 
measures were always the enemy’s favor; mine, ever 
the cannot stop quote antitheses from 
Demosthenes. Almost everything contrast. The whole 
oration the Crown one great the patriotic 
and incorruptible Demosthenes set off against the traitorous 
and corrupt Aeschines. 

The dilemma, related not distantly antithesis, find 
our orator, well executed, though not 
But then complete dilemma that is, one that admits 
debaters, exceedingly rare occurrence oratory. 
And here should like ask Aeschines question. When 
all this was going on, and the city was filled with enthusiasm 
and gratitude and eulogy, did join the gratulation, 
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remain home, sorrowful, and bemoaning and begrudging 
the public For, indeed made his appear- 
ance and took part with the rest, not his conduct dreadful, 
nay, rather, not impious, now calling you con- 
demn those proceedings evil which called the gods 
witness were good? did appear, does not 
deserve thousand deaths for groaning over spectacle that 
filled all others with joy?” the following have two 
terrible horns: And now, one two things follows [from 
the silence either, that, finding nothing 
blame measures, had others propose or, 
that, benefit the enemy, did not propound 
measures better than mine. But said nothing, propounded 
nothing, when there was room for working you some 
mischief? Why, then there was chance for anybody else 
heard.” 

Again, the figure admirably managed and 
sustained our orator. The interest rises and swells, 
proceeds and, even though brings forward the same 
facts again and again, they are connected and invested 
that they have augmented force every repetition. 
bring forward particular instance the climax, which has 
been much admired. Having said thus much, sat down 
one uttering word the contrary. Not only did 
offer this speech, but made not only did make 
motion, went embassador; not only did em- 
bassador, but persuaded the Thebans and, throughout 
the whole transaction, and gave myself up, 
without any reserve, confront the perils which surrounded 
the There remarkable climacteric passage, 
which ends with the famous oath, and has been pronounced 
one the greatest declamation record any 
but too long for citation. rises and pours 
along augmenting majesty and vehemence, till comes 
the extreme elevation: But not true, men Athens, 
that you have done wrong fighting the battle all 
Greece, for her freedom and salvation. No! your 
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forefathers, who for that cause rushed upon destruction 
Marathon; and those who stood battle array Plataea; 
and those who fought the sea and the 
warriors and all the others, who now 
repose the sepulchres the nation— gallant men, 
all whom the state decreed public funeral, deeming that 
they, too, had earned such honors, not merely those who 
had combatted fortunately, and had come off victorious, 
and justly for the duty the brave has been done 
The saddest, most untoward event all the administration 
Demosthenes was the utter defeat and 
when comes this dark spot, wakes all his powers, 
and strives hide, not illumine it, sudden, over- 
powering blaze rhetoric. have here argument, prece- 
dent, apostrophe, the most spirit-stirring recollections. The 
effect upon the Athenians must have been prodigious, giving 
defeat all the prestige victory. 

coming the reasoning the Grecian orator 
very obvious say, what every one sees reading few 
passages him, that not reasoner, the formal, 
technical sense. There are propositions laid down, and 
then proved close, rigid processes argumentation. 
his orations not find one portion set apart for proof, 
another for narration, another for appeal. And while 
true that there are portions rigidly given the set forms 
reasoning, there diffused all through that kind rea- 
soning most effective for the occasion and purpose. 
rapid, linked with fact, made lucid figure, impregnated 
with passion. There argument his comparisons and 
metaphors, his antitheses and dilemmas, his climaxes, 
his interrogations, and apostrophes. These are put into such 
shape, brought into such connections, and charged with 
fact and sentiment often very quickly and powerfully 
the whole work argument. Demosthenes takes early 
oppurtunity change the argument from the ground law 
that facts, and secure himself the high advantage 
fighting from his own ground, and making the course and 
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policy his own administration shield defence. De- 
mosthenes’s arguments, then, are Demosthenes’s facts; and 
those topics and facts that are especially his purpose 
makes the most of. brings them again and again, 
new connections and with fresh illustrations. this 
have distinguishing feature the great master’s 
seizes upon the strong points and facts, and makes these 
about the whole work conviction. The hand the 
master seen investing the old topic with new 
and power, every time fetched in. There one point, 
fact, which, have already seen, our orator makes great 
use of, and which employs with astonishing effect. The 
point simply this: Why did not Aeschines bring his accu- 
sations the time the events? Why did not propose 
his had better, the proper time, and not 
now croak about mine? These points, topics, Demosthenes 
swings around, like great sledge-hammer, upon the head 
his antagonist, and, though the first blow from smites 
him the earth, swings and swings it, till 
grinds him powder. But saw acting injuriously 
toward the state, especially were doing the things has 
been ranting about, was his duty enforce the penal 
laws against while the facts were recent.” Again: But 
you—by what name shall describe you aright when 
did you ever come forward the moment testify your 
indignation seeing me, before your eyes, wrest from the 
country grand opportunity for alliance that you 
are now tragically declaiming about? When did you ever 
stand forth denounce scrutinize all that you are 
impeaching Once more: Then, when law 
you could have brought justice for the good, 
had offended, you never proceeded against any head 
charge whatever. But, when stand clear all hands, 
the laws, lapse time, prescription, judge- 
ments repeatedly pronounced, never having been 
convicted before the people any when 
much glory has been gained the country public 
conduct, then you take your stand.” 
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pass now his other oft-repeated topic. says: 
what did. You know all; you know the cir- 
cumstances. Now, what ought have done? What 
better could have done?” says, 
his counsels before the event, and makes himself 
responsible. The partizan, holding his peace when ought 
speak out, finds fault, for the first time, the instant any- 
thing goes Observe, now, the skilful use, the 
climacteric arrangement this topic. says, the next 
once confess was the wrong, if, even now, any person 
will point out better course, show that any other could 
then have been taken than the one did take.” page 
further comes around again. Addressing his adversary 
you spoke not then, speak out now. Say, what plan 
ought have fallen upon? What alliance, what measure, 
was there that ought have preferred, and pressed upon 
the little further on, asks again: did 
not adopt all possible expedients, according all human 
did not strenuously persevere them, and 
with exertions above strength; or, did not insist 
upon those measures which were glorious for the country, 
and worthy her renown, and necessary for her safety, 
show that, and impeach when you please.” Further 
on, again: But, since dwells much the actual 
events, will hazard somewhat bold assertion: the 
events futurity had been manifest all, and you, Aeschines, 
had foretold them, and had bellowed out your protestations 
ever vociferously, instead never uttering word, not 
even then ought the country have acted otherwise than 
she did, she had any regard for her glory, her ancestry, 
her posterity.” Further comes once more, 
and finishes off the topic with little spice 
why will you now insisting what ought then 
done, when you never brought forward any such propo- 
sition the time, though you were the city, and were 
present the debates? What does your eloquence profit 
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the country, while you now descant upon what past and 
sinking state, should give advice, nor prescribe any 
course which the disease might cured, but, after one 
them had died, and the funeral rites were performing, 
should follow him the grave, and expound how the poor 
man would never have died had such and such things only 
been done? now, length, that you 
too speak out 

Our orator affords some fine specimens the clinching 
force the argument from the less the greater: 
mark this. such was our fate when fought with the 
Thebans our side, what had not expect if, instead 
having them for allies, they had joined Philip, which Aeschines 
spent all his voice make them do? And if, when the 
battle was fought three days’ march from Attica, great 
peril and such alarm beset the city, what would have been 
our prospects the disaster had happened close upon our 

have alluded interrogation aiding the reason- 
ing Demosthenes. The peculiar argumentative power 
the orator’s questions lies that they admit but 
one answer. answered all, they must answered 
the orator’s favor. They also help the speed and sprightli- 
ness the movement. have quick succession short, 
pithy questions, with few rapid strokes following them, and 
the quick process the phrase another, 
“to forge the whole massive chain his The 
following example: What should you, that crisis, 
call upon the Greek states todo? peace? They 
had that already. make war? But you yourselves were 
deliberating about 

Having now shown, references and citations, what the 
practice Demosthenes was, pass state some 
rhetorical principles and lessons, established, think, 
the authority the great performer before us. 

The first is, That the true style for effect one age, 
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upon one class minds, will effective every age, 
and upon every class minds. other words, there 
universal style, always powerful, always 
mosthenes has perfectly, and the secret the fact that 
has kept the crown eloquence long and indis- 
putably. Whereas, had had artificial style, 
kind that abounds our day, would have passed into 
oblivion ages ago. owing this attribute his style 
that the remark which Hume makes perfectly just 
that, copied, its success would infallible over 
modern assembly.” 

This universal style, which Demosthenes both 
master and model, bottom, great 
simplicity. The words chosen are the familiar 
known. The Grecian orator understood that the words 
which are oftenest the people’s mouths the quickest 
and deepest into the people’s ears. There also 
cision the choice the words; that great weight 
meaning the wing very little language. 
Yet there also very considerable range the style. 
While the general feature close, condensed simplicity, 
occasionally there roundness and fulness the sen- 
one place, great delicacy and artistic 
another, lying almost juxtaposition, vulgar and 
startling coarseness. Thus, says his adversary, 
close connection with grand and impassioned movement: 
“You cannot deny it, though you lie till you split open.” 
The great orator’s style inclines more the side the pal- 
pable and strong than that the refined and the beautiful. 
Still, there touching both sides. This appears 
our ample citations. But, what better, the book for 
yourselves, and see what is. would well read 
this, some kindred style, till learn love it, and shall 
try like it; read till shall harmonize our ears, 
and fully satisfy them. seems that person has 
made very encouraging advance, when can relish and 
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that was not satisfied with it. gives Demosthenes 
then says: Nevertheless, does not fill ears; 
they are greedy and capacious, always desiring something 
immense and plainly see this fact that, 
would utter simple and pungent things, must come 
relish them. would pour from our mouth the 
eloquence, must get our ears down the 
Demosthenic dimensions. Most certainly, keep the 
great ears Cicero, shall have with them his ore rotundo, 
his swelling mouth. 

The man now have before us, let say, precisely 
the man want for the correction many faults found 
among the use language and figure. refer 
the strong tendency there excess these 
running into the extra-fine, the lofty, and the grandiloquent. 
There great deal brought for mere show, 
flourishing reminding one, Moore says, 
his life Sheridan, peacock’s tail. This mistake, 
matter what the subject the object. there any 
design eloquence, great mistake. For the mind 
truly earnest eloquent frame never goes after embellish- 
ment. will pick up, its way, but never step aside 
for it. The orator uses his imagination, has been well 
said some one, the ostrich uses his wings, not fly 
with, but aid him give him onward, 
rushing vehemence. oratory want what has force, 
and find not this quality the merely beautiful. lies 
rather the opposite. There was not little meaning 
Mirabeau’s declaration, shook his seamed and shaggy 
head: You not understand all the power ugli- 
homeliness and coarseness, far more than the opposite. 
say, let there good let there also pervading 
simplicity, verging, you please, toward the Grecian severity 
and rigor. will not hurt studying and striving 
that direction; and the old master will help amazingly, 
will only listen, and let him teach us. 
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second remark is, that condensation, element 
power, comes another lesson from the model 
before us. here learn that great effect may pro- 
duced reasonably short time. Demosthenes generally 
produced his prodigious results brief space. There 
but single oration the Crown which any 
considerable length. This choice sentiment, fact, 
worthy laid the speaker place where will 
always hand and ready for use. Not few our 
speakers have got possession the notion (or the 
notion them) that great effort must long effort. 
And the effort and the man who made appear 
reckoned proportion the huge holding on. 
monstrous perversion this every common-sense principle. 
The truth is, this exhausting system, this wearying diffusion, 
this desperate unwillingness let thought when 
once get hold; this beating and spreading out, this em- 
barrassing and burying with piles wordy paragraphs 
the simple point that needs scen felt, utterly 
preventive all the great results eloquence. Fluency 
flow, flow, flow: never loss for something say; 
never having anything worth saying: never want 
word; never seizing one any significance 
Eloquence comes not out from such places. Eloquence has 
ever put forth its greatest things closely, rapidly. All the 
memorably great effects the great orators the past have 
been the results masterly strokes, intensely conceived and 
quickly delivered. ‘Sudden present ad- 
mirable description two the most effective speakers that 
have appeared “sudden bursts, which seemed the effect 
inspiration short sentences, which came like lightning, 
dazzling, burning, striking down everything before them; 
sentences which, spoken critical periods, decided the fate 
great questions sentences which everybody still knows 
heart these, chiefly, lay the power these extraor- 
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dinary men.” Whoever may be, wherever, that finds 
himself called the vocation speaking, let him learn 
gather all the force and all the fire his thoughts, the 
diffused fluid gathered the electric wheel, and will 
pretty likely produce effect. will have power 
his disposal, and the people will know when touches 
them. 

the next place, remark that may learn 
something from the great Grecian master upon the mode 
effecting this desirable reduction and condensation 
discourse. The substance the rule found the 
brief and blunt advice given Dr. Witherspoon his 
students: When you have anything say, say it; and 
stop when you get Demosthenes manifestly 
effected the reduction and condensation for which was 
remarkable observing these two things: First, imme- 
diately coming the point; secondly, inflexibly adhering 
the grand beauty his exordiums, grand 
felicity his While the exordium was very 
had with the subject hand. How infinitely preferable 
those heavy, vague introductions are sometimes doomed 
sit and hear! The speaker commences far off the 
distance, with some frigid generalities; then edges up, and 
carefully approximates; and ventures little nearer, and 
then little nearer, the subject discourse, till, 
length, seen strike upon it. And mortal can tell 
why did not start the point which has thus reached, 
after twenty-five minutes’ wearisome travel. 

Not only from the exordium our orator, but from the 
body the piece, all extraneous matter was expelled, pushed 
aside, pushed out. The splendid coruscation off from the 
straight line remark was never seen the great Grecian 
model, and never should any speaker. Episodes 
oratory, however fine, commonly more hurt than good. 
They distract the hearer’s mind, decoy attention from the 
main point and business hand, and help make out, 
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often, insufferable length discourse. They denote the 
speaker’s mind play; while the straightforward style, 
which takes only what the purpose, denotes mind 
full, and the same time significant and earnest the 
discharge its contents. The figures and metaphors the 
former have been well likened fire-works shown for 
and those the latter sparks emitted from 
working-engine. 

The next oratorical doctrine, maxim, which 
derive from the great model ages is, that the most effective 
eloquence not, thing course, nor commonly, the 
address which the most replete and weighty with thought, 
argument, matter. other words, the orator not 
strike for learned discourse discourse abounding 
original views and profound researches and novel theories 
discourse heavy and crowded with recondite material. 
has rather with the common things, the common 
sentiments, the common minds and hearts the world. 
feels strongly, should feel, the great, the obvious, 
the generally admitted facts and truths. His chief object 
transfer, and his work done when has transfered, his 
own glowing sentiments the breasts others. far 
from laboring put crowd foreign thoughts within 
those who attend upon him, touches, wakes up, gives life 
and productiveness what were there before. Demosthenes, 
know, did produce the greatest effects his efforts. 
this none have ever surpassed him. Yet never close, 
concatenated his argument; rich, profound, 
sophical his matter. What true this orator true 
the whole kind. not undertake say that the 
utmost solidity and depth thought and sentiment may 
case with the utmost oratorical force and effectiveness. 
only state the fact, has notoriously occurred. All 
along down from the Grecian master, find that the most 
effective orations have not been those most replete with 
profound thought and severe argument, but the reverse. 
For example, few forensic arguments modern times have 
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equalled weight and wealth sentiment and splendor 
illustration the celebrated defence Peltier Sir James 
Mackintosh. Yet, for the purpose shielding the poor 
Frenchman, was good for nothing. Though read ever 
since with delight, was the time splendid and miserable 
failure. The three most effective speakers that were ever 
the British House Commons were probably Lord Chatham, 
Charles James Fox, and Richard Brinsley Sheridan; and 
they, especially Chatham and Sheridan, never produced their 
effects solidity and strength matter. When Sheridan 
was asked how was that succeeded well the house, 
replied, that had not been there very long before 
found that three fourths the members were fools; and 
resolved, therefore, not shock them too much 
severity Nor did Chatham, the character 
him drawn Grattan, “conduct the understanding 
through the painful subtilties argumentation, but rather 
lightened upon his subject, and reached the point the 
flashings his mind, which, like those his eye, were felt, 
but could not followed.” precise accordance with the 
above was the advice given that shrewd observer, Dr. 
Johnson, Boswell, who had occasion speak the bar 
the House Commons: You must not argue you 
were arguing the schools. Close reasoning will not fix 
their attention.” But will said, according these 
authorities eloquence mere declamation. And is, 
often. its greatest passages, all along its course down, 
has been declamation solid, arguing, nervous declamation. 
The famous oath Demosthenes (which has been quoted 
from his speech upon the Crown), deemed the 
plain, fresh things, vividly conceived and earnestly uttered 
torrents palpable truth, inflamed common sense. 
But will asked, perhaps, mean discourage the 
power profound thought the orator. means. 
Let him very master this line. But what use the 
power him, not brought out his appropriate 
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work, his professional structures? What the use sense, 
and what use laboring acquire it, true, after all, 
that the world suffer themselves swayed and ruled 
nonsense? confess that have sometimes been com- 
pletely staggered this question, has been forced 
upon us, witnessing frequent instances the magic and 
triumph nonsense. Yet must believe, after all, that 
sense good thing, and that nothing but and 
variety thought will sustain the orator, and give him 
reputation and success, the long run. The people will 
satisfied, will think better him, will more deeply feel 
him, when they know has the power, even though 
does not always use it. Let him not too lavish the 
mere product the aim crowd the address 
closely possible with this have regard 
some the other things which know have made 
the effectiveness all the great eloquence the world. 

Kindred with the preceding remark this that prac- 
tical power oratory consists, often, very much skilful 
repetition. This another the lessons derive from 
the Grecian master. have seen that Demosthenes 
brought and presented the same things again and again. 
The same true Fox. And his case this was not the 
result accident; was not because had not enough 
else say, but because deemed this the way carry his 
points, and imbed them the minds the people. 
aim crowded fulness thought popular address, 
make object see what amount and variety 
matter can press into it,—there cannot, course, 
these rhetorical repetitions; they are necessarily crowded 
out. that see how, one respect, the utmost amount 
thought popular appeal not consistent with the 
highest oratorical effectiveness. 

The position that the repeated bringing up, the con- 
tinued holding up, the same point indispensable 
order that the thought argument may its full execution, 
might sustain authorities additional that De- 
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mosthenes. Said Dr. Johnson, his instructions Boswell, 
already quoted from: You must say the same thing over 
and over again, different words. you say but once, 
they miss moment inattention.” eminent 
advocate this country remarked preacher, whose 
pulpit performances criticised, losing effectiveness 
for the want this species repetition, that found 
necessary, addressing jury, repeat what wished 
impress upon their minds, least twice, and often three 
and four times, even more; otherwise, did not carry 
their minds along with him, and failed the end. 
have the same doctrine, and rather humorous instance 
its success, the excuse rendered distinguished 
English advocate for being rather prolix plea had 
made. acknowledged the fact, but said justification 
Did you not observe the foreman—a heavy looking fellow 
yellow waistcoat? more than one idea could ever 
stay his thick head time; and resolved that mine 
should that one. hammered on, till saw his 
eyes that had got was the hammering that 
got the idea, and the getting this gained the case. 

The secret the efficacy skilful repetition is: (1) That 
insures attention the important point; (2) full un- 
derstanding and apprehension it; (3) enhances the 
hearer’s estimate its importance; (4) holds before 
the mind, till its just importance and force are felt. 

But, after all, must allowed say that this repetition, 
the bringing presenting the same topics points, 
rather hazardous business. While deeply convictive 
and implanting, well done, dull, burdensome, dis- 
gusting, badly done. one the difficulties the 
way reaching the highest style popular eloquence. 
Repetition, with variety and augmenting interest and 
the difficulty. Demosthenes mastered it, and 
his name has become the synonym for cogent and successful 
appeal. 

get from the Grecian orator confirmation the 
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doctrine that clearness meaning found connection 
with the highest oratorical power, and indispensable it. 
Demosthenes, though often concise, was always clear, en- 
tirely so, those addressed. Not only the Grecian, but 
all eloquence, ever has had, and ever must have, this quality 
lucidness. order effect, the meaning must stand 
out; must obtrusive, not searched for, not dug out 
darkness, but flashing and forcing itself upon the people. 
Nothing says Robert South, can imagined 
more absurd, irrational, and contrary the very design and 
end speaking than obscure discourse.” Yet this very 
consummate absurdity has really been embraced 
tised many the true doctrine. According the old- 
fashioned doctrine, discourse impressive must 
intelligible. According the new-fangled doctrine, the 
the way sink the truth deep into terrestrial breasts, 
aim the shaft the zenith. And this will pronounced 
very fine and very forcible, and will raise very great ad- 
miration the part some the community, who are 
always most rapturously taken with what they cannot com- 
prehend. They behold lofty figure and flourish before 
great gathering and rolling the ele- 
ments, and they are quite sure there something remarkable 
going forth from the speaker; and, though they cannot see 
any meaning particular, yet they have doubt that 
there most magnificent meaning behind the cloud. All 
this may very admirable but that obtuse, probative class, 
who insist upon knowing what they admire, will not very 
much carried away with it. certainly will not feel the 
force eloquence. For eloquence not only clear 
sublunary thing. The orator, his telling 
like the lightning, strikes downward. Just far 
mystifies and subtilizes his matter, spoils for oratorical 
effect. Man was not made moved such 
Civilized savage, there nothing his nature which 
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ried forward, higher, power, must kept from these 
morbidly refining and obscuring tendencies and influences. 

The next oratorical doctrine principle that get 
confirmation of, is, that the style which has great power 
often the result great labor. Demosthenes certainly 
settled the point that utmost finish and utmost force style 
are perfectly consistent, not necessary, one the other. 
Our orator, have said, greatly elaborated his style. 
not only labored attain power composition, also 
expended vast amount strength and solicitude upon the 
several pieces produced. had his favorite passages, 
which wrought the very highest possible finish, and 
introduced into different orations. And curious see 
the delicate changes which introduced the repetition 
favorite passage how careful the collocation 
word, the position particle; and yet these are the 
passages the greatest effectiveness, those which 
particularly relied. 

Not only Demosthenes, but all the best writers that have 
lived, and whose writings have lived, have been hard elabo- 
rators. The men who stir things put down century 
ago, put down those things with great deal painstaking. 
might show this, were there time, individual allusions 
and proofs, and make appear that every cogent quality 
style may gained rightly working it. person 
may work his style into the utmost closeness and condensation, 
habitually working out from all the inept and useless 
words, and getting and keeping only the precise and 
significant. can work off roughnesses, when smooth 
surface would the most effective, and put polish that 
shall flash and attract. can take the wind out the 
too swollen and bombastic, and bring down decent 
and comely simplicity. The rigid and hard-moving joints 
can change easy and quick flexibility. His and 
squarest sentences can forge point, point they 
should have, infallibly the blacksmith can hammer his 
iron that form. And more heat wanted the mass, 
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can blow in. Certainly, working over, need 
not draw out what already in, many seem suppose. 
Not only may the skilful elaborator gain all these and more 
good qualities his productions; but, while continues thus 
elaborate, will advancing the power bring out 
every effective attribute style. order this, must know 
how elaborate; must heartily, with resolute vigor, 
‘and with the eye upon the right things. Some the most 
stirring paragraphs that ever went from human lips into the 
human ear and heart were written the turning every tittle. 
The doctrine here find that the foundation power 
must laid the tasked and striving pen. So, are told, 
Brougham did; taught. his Inaugural Discourse 
man will speak well, proportion has written much; 
and that, with equal talents, will the finest extempo- 
raneous speaker, when time for preparation allowed, 
who has prepared himself most sedulously when had 
opportunity delivering premeditated speech. This may 
seem extravagant doctrine; but such actually the mode 
which small part the most effective the 
world has been prepared for and produced. Great power 
this line has been, for the most part, the result the 
extremest labor and painstaking not make the discourse 
dense and deep with thought, but crowd full that 
indefinable, but electric thing called eloquence. Such 
course, where there strong and soul, will help 
the attainment eloquence. But the rage and clamor 
for mere off-hand, and the consequent practice opening 
the mouth and slovenly pouring forth whatever happens 
uppermost, tends reduce our speech compound 
utter feebleness and offensiveness. 

Let say, finally, when have attained good 
matter, should remembered that will not trust 
that alone. The Grecian master, the first instance, 
made this mistake. came forth with good matter, only, 
and the people would not hear it. They hissed him out 
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sight. length came back, with the orator’s other 
part the manner perfected, and swayed and moulded 
the same mass pleasure. There decided tendency 
educated men, men who think richly and strongly, dis- 
regard and despise manner. What they have say 
important and good, that needs the commendation 
mere outside trickery. admitted that few men 
have done wonders the simple, unaided power thought. 
But these men are the exceptions. not safe under- 
take one them. will not for the preacher 
the present day hold his sermon his hand, and read 
off, without motion emotion, because Jonathan Edwards 
did with success. does, let him not surprised 
should some empty-headed vociferator across the way empty 
his meeting-house for him. 

There one point, this connection, deserving notice, 
namely, the attainableness good manner, the face 
serious defects. Demosthenes encountered such defects, and 
off with triumphant success. seems greatly 
have increased the compass his voice, have made 
flexible, and gained the mastery it. Let any other man, 
who has marked faults manner, meet them the Grecian 
did, and, with like indomitable purpose, decree their cor- 
rection and the bringing the corresponding excellences, 
and will, measure, succeed. Let him put his finger 
resolvedly upon the specific defects, and say: voice 
try give strength; slender and squeaking, will 
labor for volume and manliness; the emission mostly 
the nose, will practise till can drive out the 
mouth, where ought go; can make but one inflec- 
tion, will work till can make two; can make none, 
will labor till can make the whole, just when and where 
and how please. The wretched, lullaby, sing-song monotony, 
which makes perform the office opiate upon 
auditors, will somehow break up; and the process 
breaking up, will leave resort untried.” was, 


ππ 

SSCS‘ 


DEMOSTHENES AND HIS RHETORICAL PRINCIPLES. 517 


doubtless, spirit and decision like this which sent our orator 
voluntarily down into that dark hole, there assail the faults 
which hung upon him, and which brought him forth again 
the world with manner the most effective, probably, the 
world has ever seen. What man now cannot accomplish 
much this cultivation the great Grecian did? Let 
him accomplish what can. There reason, because 
may not reach the highest point excellence, refusing 
attempt any improvement; reason, because cannot 
rise the power Chatham, drawling and stammering 
like the boor. The individual who put into napkin his 
one talent, because was not five, failed the justification 
which stupidly reckoned. 

learn from the Grecian that should cultivate the manner 
our style, well our delivery. order make 
the nearest approximation the Demosthenic delivery, 
necessary that forge the Demosthenic sentences. There 
are two features the style our orator which adapt 
powerful enunciation. One is, the variety, the range 
the structure, admitting and demanding corresponding 
range the voice. the sentences there are all degrees 
smoothness and all degrees length, from 
single word whole page; all sorts endings, requiring 
all sorts tones and inflections. Let this character 
brought into all our writing for oral delivery. Let the essay 
smoothness and evenness broken upon, and broken up, 
till gain the ability fit our paragraphs the purposes 
answered them now yielding sweet music the 
ear, now going like ruthless daggers the heart. 

The other marked feature adaptation for delivery 
the style Demosthenes the frequent, full, emphatic 
bringing his sentences the period. They often 
come out, ordnance-like, heavy and strong, shaking down all 
opposition. This capital feature style spoken. 
Whereas the tapering style, may called, which 
nearly every sentence has flimsy, dragging tail it, sets 
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defiance all the mouths that were ever fashioned. Neither 
Roscius nor Garrick could pronounce effectively. Let 
the speaker see it, and strive for these high and em- 
phatic qualities and, connection, let the voice 
trained give execution what the brain may conceive, 
the pen put down. say, again: Beware how you put 
your trust matter alone, even though Demosthenic 
stringency and power. Intense, prolonged, 
labor alone can make the orator; but how amazing the 
power gained his reward. 


ARTICLE VI. 


REVELATION AND INSPIRATION. 


REV. BARROWS, D.D., LATELY PROFESSOR HEBREW LITERATURB 
ANDOVER THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


NO. VI. 
SEQUEL THE GOSPEL HISTORY. 


the Sequel the Gospel History mean the collection 
writings known the Acts the Apostles, the apostolic 
Epistles, and the Apocalypse. apply them the epithet 
sequel,” not implying that they were all written after 
the Gospel narratives (for the fourth Gospel, least, later 
than most them), but indicating that they followed 
naturally from the recorded the four evangelists. 
The genuineness, integrity, and credibility the Gospel 
narratives have been shown, preceding Articles, rest 
immovable foundation testimony. are thus pre- 
pared beforehand expect not only record the labors 
the apostles, and writings emanating from them, but also 
record and writings resting the same basis supernatural 
that which underlies the evangelic narratives. the 
truth the Gospel narratives can denied, the super- 
natural element eliminated from them, then the truth the 
supernatural events recorded the Acts the Apostles, and 
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implied the Pauline and catholic Epistles, becomes 
itself improbable. But the reality the facts recorded 
the four Gospels admitted, there antecedent proba- 
bility that the bright train miraculous events inaugurated 
connection with our Lord’s ministry will flow on, 
greater less measure, into the history the primitive 
church, and also that shall find written discussions and 
instructions, relating the doctrines and duties Chris- 
tianity, such those contained the Epistles. 
very important remember that the Saviour established 
his church only its fundamental principles. left 
his apostles the work publishing his gospel, and organizing 
churches among Jews and Gentiles. Some truths, moreover, 
the highest importance, gave only outline, because 
the time for their full development had not yet come. Such 
were especially the doctrine his atoning sacrifice Cal- 
vary, the connected doctrine justification faith 
and the divine purpose abolish the Mosaic economy, and 
with the distinction between Jews and Gentiles. must 
obvious all, that, for the accomplishment the work 
thus committed them, the apostles needed the supernatural 
the Holy Spirit, and also supernatural seal 
their authority. The Acts the Apostles show how 
both these wants were supplied. 

First, respect the supernatural illumination the 
Spirit, the Saviour had taught them, plain terms, that the 
Holy Ghost could not come (that is, his special and full 
influences the administrator the new dispensation) till 
after his glorification: “It expedient for you,” said, 
“that away: not away, the Comforter will 
not come unto you; but depart, will send him unto 

And again: When the Comforter come, whom 
will send unto you from the Father, even the Spirit 
truth which proceedeth from the Father, shall testify 
me. And also shall bear witness, because have been 
with from the beginning.”? Compare, also, the same 


John xvi. John xv. 26, 27. 
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apostle’s comment the Saviour’s words: that believeth 
me, the scripture hath said, out his belly shall flow 
rivers living water. But this spake adds the evan- 
gelist, the Spirit which they that believe him should 
receive for the Holy Ghost was not yet given, because that 
Jesus was not yet accordance with the tenor 
these words, the Saviour’s promise and direction the 
apostles was: Behold, send the promise the Father 
upon you; but tarry the city Jerusalem, until 
endued with power from Now have, the 
opening chapters the Acts the Apostles, record the 
fulfilment the Saviour’s promise that would send the 
Holy Ghost. This sequel the Gospel record 
natural and necessary that could not wanting 
book professing give even the briefest summary the 
labors the apostles. 

Secondly, the supernatural seal their divine com- 
mission, the same book shows how was given, con- 
nection with the descent the Holy Spirit. communicated 
them not only the inward illumination which they needed 
for their high office, but also the gift speaking with tongues, 
and working stupendous miracles. This was the world 
the outward and visible proof their apostolic authority. 
They derived from Christ, they were everywhere careful 
state, and was seal their commission. 
affirm that they needed such divine attestation, would 
say that they had new truths communicate 
revelation the Holy Spirit. The reader need not told 
that this would direct contradiction the Saviour’s 
declaration, that had many things say his apostles, 
which they could not then bear, but which should after- 
wards imparted them the Spirit The divine 
seal their commission which the apostles received the 
day Pentecost, was, then, full harmony with the 
Saviour’s plan previously developed consistent sequel 
the facts recorded the Gospels. 


John vii. 38, 39. Luke xxiv. 49. John xvi. 12-15. 


REVELATION AND INSPIRATION. 521 


The narrative itself the apostolic labors, contained 
the Acts the Apostles, simple and natural. bears 
throughout the stamp reality, not fiction. Its very 
incompleteness easily explained from the author’s position. 
does not profess cover the whole field primitive 
church history, but follows down the main line apostolic 
labor the time when Paul commenced his missionary tours. 
history these the last half his work exclusively 
devoted. How naturally this grew out the fact his 
personal connection with the great apostie the 
every one understands. 

the apostolic Epistles remark, general, that, 
along with the unfolding, circumstances required, the 
peculiar doctrines grace, and the solution various difficult 
and delicate questions growing out the introduction 
Christianity new power society, they give the prac- 
tical application the gospel the manifold relations 
human life, way natural, and taking its shape 
directly from the particular historic circumstances the 
churches addressed, that they carry their front the proof 
their genuineness and truthfulness. cannot conceive 
any more natural sequel the Redeemer’s work 
recorded the four evangelists. What have further 
say will given under the three heads the the 
Apostles, the Acknowledged Epistles, and the Disputed Books. 


The the Apostles. 


According Chrysostom, this book was not abundantly 
read the early Christians were the was, 
fact, unknown many, respects both its contents and 
its The explanation this comparative neglect, 


The words Chrysostom are follows: Many are ignorant the ex- 
istence this book the book itself, and its author and composer. For 
this reason, especially, have decided undertake this work series hom- 
ilies the book], order that may thus instruct those who are ignorant, 
and not suffer great treasure lie concealed and hid from view. For 
able not less profitable than the Gospels themselves,” etc. Intro- 
Vou. XXVII. No. 107. 
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age when the art printing was unknown, and 
scripts were expensive, found the fact that occupied, 
not with the words and deeds our Lord himself, but with 
those his apostles. The peculiar interest which attaches 
the book these latter days, containing not only 
vivid portraiture apostolic times, but also the great prin- 
ciples which the Christian church organized, did not 
exist for the masses Chrysostom’s day. While many, 
from simple neglect, were ignorant it, others, the same 
writer tells us, regarded too plain and simple deserve 
their Passing some uncertain allusions the 
book the writings the apostolic Fathers, have, pre- 
served Eusebius,? epistle from the churches 
Lyons and Vienne, Gaul, the churches Asia and 
Phrygia, describing severe persecution through which they 
had passed the reign Antoninus Verus, about-177 
this they say the martyrs: Moreover, they prayed, 
after the example Stephen, the perfect martyr, for those 
who inflicted upon them the cruel torments, Lord, lay not 
this sin their where have indubitable 
reference the narrative Stephen’s Irenaeus, 
the last part the second century Tertullian, the 
last part the second century and the beginning the 
third Clement Alexandria, about the end the second 
duction the First Homily the Acts. The reader will notice that 
simply the neglect this book the part many Christians, and their 
consequent ignorance and its author, which Chrysostom speaks not 
any doubt conflicting testimony respect its authorship. Compare what 
the same author says elsewhere. Homil. I., principium Actorum, near the 
beginning. 

πολλοῖς γοῦν βιβλίον τοῦτο οὐδὲ γνώριμόν ἐστι, πολλοῖς δοκοῦν σαφὲς 
εἶναι, πάλιν παρορᾶται. καὶ γίνεται τοῖς μὲν γνῶσις, τοῖς ἄγνοια ῥαθυμίας 
ὑπόθεσις. many this book not even many others neg- 
lected because appears plain. Thus one class knowledge, the 
other class ignorance, becomes the ground indifference.” Homil. Prin- 
cipium Actorum. 

Acts vii. 60. 


Jejunio. praescript. haeret. 22; Adv. Marcion. 1.5. and 
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century, and onwards!— all these bear explicit testimony 
the Book Acts, ascribing Luke its author; and 
from their day onward the notices are abundant. 
may add the concurrent testimony the Muratorian canon, 
the Syriac Peshito, and the old Latin version. word, 
the book placed Eusebius among those that were uni- 
versally acknowledged the churches.? The rejection 
the book certain heretical sects, the Ebionites, Mar- 
cionites, Manichaeans, etc., rested, not historical, but 
doctrinal grounds, and is, therefore, weight. Though 
Photius mentions various opinions respecting the author 
the Book Acts, himself ascribes Luke. fact, 
the third Gospel, which proceeded from the same hand 
this work, was never ascribed any other person than 
Luke. 

The internal evidence Luke’s authorship harmony 
with the external. Not mention the fact that the writer 
himself, dedicating the same Theophilus, expressly 
identifies himself with the author the third Gospel, there 
isa remarkable agreement style and diction between the 
Gospel Luke and the Acts the Apostles, any one may 
learn who peruses them both the original 
Luke, moreover, the travelling companion Paul, had 
all needed facilities for composing such work. With 
regard the latter part the book, this denied none. 
His use the first person endeavored,” the 
Lord had called us,” came,” etc. which first appears 
xvi. 10, and continues, with certain interruptions, through 
the remainder the book, naturally explained the 
assumption that the writer was actually the apostle’s 
company, that worse than superfluous out the 
way find another and unreasonable explanation. 
respects the first part the book, notice that visited 


Stromat. (p. 588 Sylburgius). Hist. Eccl. iii. 25. 

See Davidson’s Introduction New Test., Vol. ii. where has col- 
lected forty-seven examples “terms that occur both” books, “but nowhere 
else the New Testament.” 
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Caesarea with Paul’s company, and there many 
Afterwards went with the same apostle 
And find him again with Paul Caesarea 
when sets out for Now, such centres Chris- 
tian activity and intercourse Jerusalem and Caesarea, 
must have had abundant opportunity learn all the facts 
recorded the present book which could not gathered 
from Paul’s own lips. 

the credibility the book, bears all the marks 
historic verity which apply the Gospel narratives, especially 
the Gospel Luke. admit the credibility this 
Gospel and deny that the book Acts would illogical. 
They who assume that record miraculous events can 
credible must deny both. But they who admit the reality 
supernatural interposition, have the four 
Gospels, are prepared find the same element 
the history apostolic labor. 

some modern writers, the narrative the gift tongues 
the day Pentecost has seemed present insuperable 
difficulty and they have pronounced unpsychological,” 
according the common understanding the transaction. 
have disposition deny the stupendous and incompre- 
hensible character the miracle; for was miracle, not 
the sphere material nature, but the human spirit. That 
they who received the gift the Spirit that memorable 
occasion uttered true languages, and not unintelligible 
jargon, plain from the words the hearers: Are not all 
these who speak Galileans? And how hear every man 
our own tongue wherein were hear 
them speak, our tongues, the wonderful works 
If, now, assume, according the view some, that they 
were supernaturally endowed with the power speaking, 
conscious way, languages which they had never learned, 
and that, too, permanent gift for their use afterwards 
the work propagating the gospel, undoubtedly some- 


Chap. xxi. 8-10. Chap. xxi. 15. 
Chap. xxvii. Chap. ii. 11. 
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thing utterly above our comprehension. cannot, however, 
but think that those commentators venture beyond their 
depth, who speak such endowment something not 
only contrary the analogy God’s dealings, but self- 
contradictory, and therefore Certainly, such 
them are devout believers the record our Lord’s 
supernatural works place themselves awkward pre- 
dicament. Had record the fact, should 
under the necessity believing that there must have been 
Palestine our Lord’s day, all other countries, 
persons born deaf and dumb. Can any one suppose, for 
moment, that when one this class presented himself 
the Saviour, had, for the first time, case beyond his 
immediate healing power, must have been the in- 
stantaneous bestowal the permanent gift speech 
and therefore Faith an- 
swers, No, and does the divine record itself, according 
Alford’s own interpretation Mark vii. 32-37. 

While, however, maintain that the instantaneous com- 
munication the gift speech, well hearing, 
persons deaf and dumb from early childhood came neces- 
sarily within the sphere our Lord’s miraculous works, 
wish understood that not insist upon this 
view applicable the pentecostal gift tongues; that 
session for future use, the ability speak languages 
hitherto unknown the recipients. may have been, 
use the words Alford, sudden and powerful inspiration 
the Holy Spirit, which the disciples uttered, not 
their own minds, but the mouth-pieces the Spirit, the 
praises God various languages hitherto, and possibly 
the time itself, unknown them.” understand the 
closing words this quotation, possibly the time itself 
unknown them,” meaning that possibly the speakers 
did not themselves understand what they accordance 
with one interpretation Cor. xiv. 18, 27, 28. not 


See Alford Acts ii. 
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necessary for our purpose that decide between these 
different views the pentecostal gift tongues. Our only 
cencern is, maintain the historic truth the narrative, 
that the tongues spoken were real languages, intelligible 
those whom they were vernacular; and not jargon 
mere sounds, like the Irvingite tongues, according the 
unworthy interpretation DeWette, and others. 

Much less can any just exception taken the narrative 
the sudden death Ananias and Sapphira, who died not 
the agency Peter, but the immediate act 
God. His wisdom judged such example severity 
necessary, the beginning the gospel dispensation, 
solemn warning against hypocrisy and falsehood under 
the mask religion. All who believe the words 
and his apostles, believe that the gospel, though 
system mercy, takes severe attitude towards those 
who reject it. Why not, then, towards those who make 
hypocritical profession it? When the Mosaic economy 
was inaugurated, Nadab and Abihu were consumed fire 
from heaven, because they presumptuously transgressed the 
divine ordinance the matter offering incense; and their 
destruction was solemn warning all, that God would 
sanctified them that came nigh unto him.! the 
beginning the Christian dispensation, God gave, the 
persons Ananias and his wife, testimony all future 
ages his abhorrence hypocrisy, and the doom which 
awaits hypocrites the last day.? 

Luke has omitted some events the history Paul, as, 
for example, his journey into Arabia, which must have 
occurred during the three years that intervened between his 
conversion and his first visit But this fur- 
nishes argument against the writer’s credibility. There 
are like omissions the evangelic narratives, when 
compare one Gospel with another. Difficulties that arise 
simply from writer’s brevity must not allowed set 


Lev. Compare Matt. vii. 21-23. 
Acts ix. 22-26, compared with Gal. 15-18. 
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aside satisfactory evidence his competency 


The Acknowledged Epistles 


say that the apostolic Epistles are natural sequence 
the facts recorded the Gospels, affirm only part 
the truth. Not only does the evangelic narrative, when 
received true, solve the most satisfactory way the 
question their peculiar character, but, without the evan- 
gelic narrative, the existence such body writings 
must remain impenetrable mystery. There are some 
things above the power human genius. One these 
things the production such body epistles, fresh 
and life-like, historic their dress, practical their 
character, full references past and present circum- 
stances, without such basis facts they everywhere 
assume, and contained the record the four Gospels. 
Another these things invent such basis facts 
the interest the Epistles, and adjust them with such 
wonderful naturalness and truthfulness. the sceptic 
take what ground will, remains true that the Gospel 
narratives account for and explain the Epistles, and the 
Epistles presuppose the Gospel narratives, not myths, but 
the record facts which stirred humanity the centre 
its being. Intermediate between the Gospels and the 
stands the contained the Acts the 
Apostles, binding both together into one consistent whole; 
intertwined, moreover, one may speak, into the very 
fibres the Pauline Epistles the numerous undesigned 
coincidences between the two.? 

respect the external testimony the primitive church, 
well known that the thirteen Epistles which bear the 
name Paul, with the First Epistle Peter, and the first 
John, belong the class acknowledged books (the 

The historical difficulties connected with Stephen’s address not concern 


Luke’s credibility historian; and the discussion them belongs the 
commentator. 


Paley has happily shown his Horae Paulinae. 
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ὁμολογούμενα Eusebius); that is, books that were uni- 
formly received from the first apostolic origin. 
cite testimonies their favor would superfluous. 
only necessary say few words respecting the doubts 
raised some critics modern times respecting the Epistle 
the Ephesians and the pastoral Epistles. 

The Pauline authorship the Epistle the Ephesians 
was never called question the early church Fathers, 
nor the fact that was addressed the church Ephesus. 
But there reasonable ground for doubting whether the 
words the first verse, “in existed all the 
early copies. They are found all the ancient versions, 
and all existing manuscripts, except the Vatican and the 
Sinaitic, which omit The cursive manuscript 
omits them, indeed, but only second hand, emendation. 
If, now, look the testimony the early church Fathers, 
find two passages the writings Tertullian, one 
those Basil, and one those Jerome, which have been 
often quoted, and think with reason, show that some 
early manuscripts the words “in Ephesus” (ἐν ᾿Εφέσῳ) 
were How this omission explained? The 
supposition that the words question were wanting the 
original autograph, the assumed ground that the Epistle 
was designed for general circulation among the churches, 
inadmissible. This would make the apostle, violation 
alike his own usage and the Greek idiom, have 
written: “ΤῸ the saints who are, and faithful Christ 
Jesus” (τοῖς ὡγίοις τοῖς οὖσι καὶ πιστοῖς Χριστῷ 
and that, too, when would have been perfectly easy and 
natural say: the saints and faithful Christ Jesus” 
(τοῖς ἁγίοις Kal πιστοῖς Χριστῷ or: “to the 


the work entitled Companion the Bible,” published the American 
Tract Society, 466 (pp. 391, 392 the London reprint) the Sinai codex 
omitted inadvertence. Instead “the Vatican manuscript” (line 16), 
should read: “the Vatican and Sinai manuscripts,” and line 24. 
not necessary notice the emendation second hand the cursive 
manuscript 67. 

See Appendix 
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saints who are Ephesus, and the faithful every 
ἁγίοις τοῖς οὖσι ᾿Εφέσῳ καὶ τοῖς πιστοῖς 
παντὶ τόπῳ compare Cor. 2). 

assumed, again, that several copies were prepared, 
under the apostle’s direction, with blank space after the 
word οὖσι, which was variously filled out (ἐν Εφέσῳ, 
Λαοδικείᾳ, etc.) with the names the churches which 

they were respectively delivered, this mode procedure 
too artificial and too far removed from apostolic simplicity 
admitted credible simple conjecture. Far more 
natural the supposition that one the early transcrip- 
tions, made for the use another church, the words were 
omitted the copyist, while the rest the text was left 
unchanged; and that from this copy others, again, were 
executed. 

is, however, entirely reasonable assume that the 
apostle, writing the Ephesian church, had more general 
end view than when penned his Epistles the Colos- 

sians and Philemon, which latter were written the same 
time, and forwarded the same agency. may suppose 
that, having completed his letters the Colossian church 
and Philemon, improved the opportunity Tychicus’s 
journey Asia Minor write the Ephesians also, though 
had not, the case the Colossians, particular 
error combat. proceeds, therefore, unfold the 
same great theme Christ’s personal glory, and the union 
through him both Jews and Gentiles one holy family, 
but more placid and contemplative frame mind. 
This supposition will account for both the general character 
the Epistle and its remarkable agreement with that 
the Colossians. 

Wette! urges the following objections the genuine- 
ness this 

First, its alleged dependence the Epistle the Colossians, 
which thinks unworthy author like Paul, who always 


Exegetical Handbook the New Test., Introduction the Epistle the 
Ephesians, No. 
XXVII. No. 107. 
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writes from the freshness richly furnished mind. 
cannot admit the validity this argument. There not, 
properly speaking, any dependence the one Epistle upon 
the other. More reasonable say that there only 
expansion both, the same author, the same great 
theme, with only such agreements might expected 
two Epistles written about the same time, and such differences 
were naturally introduced the different ends proposed 
the two writings—agreements and differences not un- 
worthy the most gifted author. 

Secondly, the occurrence several passages which must, 
thinks, give offence the reader who acquainted 
with the Pauline writings. That some the passages 
which refers (iv. 14, for example) involve exegetical 
difficulties cannot but this just ground for 
denying their Pauline authorship. Where the present 
Epistle there greater difficulty this kind than the First 
Epistle the Corinthians?! Yet who thinks denying, 
this ground, its Pauline authorship? the objections 
which urges against other passages, they are fairly met 
the true exposition them, given, for example, 
Meyer’s 

Thirdly, the alleged degeneracy the style, compared 
with that Paul— wearisome spinning out sentences, 
playful carrying out allegories (that Christ and his 
and that the Christian armor‘), etc. For 
sufficient answer this argument, refer the reader 
simple perusal the Epistle. 

the omission salutations the present Epistle, 
that may, may not, have been connected with its general 
character. not find, upon examination, that the number 
the apostle’s personal greetings measured either the 

Chap. xi. 10. 

Wette specifies chap. iii. ii. 20; iii. ii. 8-10; the apostle’s demon- 
ology, chap. ii. vi. 12; the characters which ascribes God, chap. 17; 
iii. 9,15; the use made the Old Testament promise, chap. vi. and the 


admonition against stealing, chap. iv. 28. 
Chap. seq. Chap. vi. seq. 
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extent his personal acquaintance with the several churches 
which writes, the more less specific object which 
has view. the contrary, these salutations abound 
most all the Epistle the Romans, whom had never 
visited, and writing whom had, very general 
end. They are found, also, the Epistle the Colossians, 
whom Paul was personally stranger but are wanting, 
except general form, the Epistles the Corinthians, 
Galatians, Philippians, and Thessalonians, not mention 
that Titus, and the first Timothy. word, the 
insertion omission these salutations depended 
many considerations unknown us, that valid argument 
can drawn against either the genuineness the Epistle 
the correctness the address Ephesus.” 

remains say few words respecting the Pastoral 
Epistles. The external testimony favor these Epistles 
need not adduced, since, the words Wiesinger, 
they are second one the other Pauline Epistles 
historic authentication, and long before the close the 
second century had already obtained, accordance with 
these testimonies, the full recognition the But 
since the beginning the present century, they have been 
subjected series attacks the alleged ground 
internal evidence against their Pauline authorship. The 
assault was begun Schleiermacher, 1807, the First 
Epistle Timothy alone, while acknowledged the re- 
maining two genuine. But was soon perceived that 
the three Epistles must stand fall together whole. 
The Pauline authorship all three was accordingly called 
various writers since; while the attacks have called out able 
defenders the other The argument Baur and 

Chap. ii. compared with iv. 10-14. 

Pastoral briefe. Allgemeine Einleitung (at the end). 

For enumeration the German writers both sides, see Wiesinger, 
above, near the beginning. the list defenders may added: Huther, 


Meyer’s Davidson, the third volume his Introduction 
the New Test.; Alford, Introduction the Pastoral Epistles, 
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Wette against the genuineness these Epistles contains 
all that need noticed. 

The first point made Baur, according Wiesinger’s 
summary, that the heretics the Pastoral Epistles are the 
Gnostics the second century. The correctness this po- 
sition is, with good reason, denied Wette, who would 
place the authorship the Pastoral Epistles somewhere 
towards the end the first century. The Gnostics the 
second century, whom Valentinus and Marcion represent, 
were essentially anti-Judaistic, separating the God the 
Jews from the God Christianity, and placing the two 
antagonism other. But the false teachers the Pas- 
toral Epistles were mainly speculative turn 
mind, who introduced into Christianity the semi-oriental phi- 
losophy that day, which contained, indeed, the seeds 
Gnosticism, but not Gnosticism its fully developed form. 
Everything that said these men the Epistles now 
under consideration agrees with the supposition that they 
had the elements (at least, some the elements) Gnos- 
ticism, only germinal form, such must have preceded 
the full development the system. 

The next position taken Baur is, that the references 
these Epistles the government and institutions the 
church point respect church government, 
affirms that they reveal hierarchical spirit foreign 
the character the apostle Paul. candid perusal the 
writings question the best refutation this assertion. 
The churches had from the first their bishops. 
and deacons. was natural that the apostle, 
writing business letters (as two, least, these Epistles 
may called) men expressly appointed him 
some that they should teach other 
and “to set order the things that were wanting, and 


admitted all hands that the Pastoral Epistles, the Acts 
the Apostles (Acts xx. 17, compared with xx. 28), the terms πρεσβύτερος and 
ἐπίσκοπος are convertible. See Titus 

Tim. 
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ordain elders every this, too, age 
when false teachers were beginning abound—should 
dwell abundantly the importance sound doctrine, 
points church order, and on- the qualifications elders 
and deacons. This does earnest tone; but trace 
hierarchical spirit discernible his precepts. one 
would see the difference this respect between the Pastoral 
Epistles and the spirit that had already developed itself 
the beginning the second century, let him read together 
the Epistles Timothy and Titus and the seven acknowledged 
epistles Ignatius. 

the institution widows, which the other item 
under this head specified Baur, there some difficulty 
determining the exact position the enrolled 
But, whether the enrolment simply placed them the list 
those entitled receive relief from the funds the 
church, whether (as more probable) they were also set 
apart for special service the church— performing for 
their own sex duties analogous those which the presbyters 
performed for the church generally there is, upon either 
supposition, difficulty admitting the existence such 
arrangement early the latter part Paul’s life. 

Baur’s third argument drawn from the impossibility 
finding suitable place for the composition these Epistles 
the known history the apostle, that is, his history 
recorded the Acts the Apostles. This freely con- 
But are not shut the assumption that the 
apostle’s life was terminated the close his recorded 
imprisonment Rome. are liberty assume, and 
assume, that was released from this imprisonment, 
resumed his apostolic labors, and was subjected second 

Titus 


Tim. 9-16. Χήρα καταλεγέσθω, let widow enrolled, are the words 
the 

The arguments for the composition the Pastoral Epistles after the apostle’s 
recorded history may seen the Introductions Wiesinger, Huther, Al- 
ford, and other commentators. very full presentation the arguments 
the other side, see Davidson’s Introduction the New Testament, Vol. iii. 
seq. 
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Roman imprisonment, which was terminated his 
dom, further, that wrote, during the 
interval his freedom, the Epistle Titus and the First 
Epistle Timothy, and near the close his second Roman 
imprisonment, the second 

The final argument Baur, which Wette also makes 
especially prominent, drawn from the peculiarity and 
alleged un-Pauline character these Epistles, respect 
diction, style, and ideas. The objection from the alleged 
un-Pauline ideas the Pastoral Epistles can readily 
disposed of. There are passages which, legitimately 
interpreted, contain un-Pauline ideas. The universality 
the gospel, way salvation provided for the whole hu- 
man family, strongly asserted these, Paul’s other 
Epistles. does not way contrast between 
Jews and Gentiles,? because has occasion for such 
The great doctrine salvation grace stated 
its and nowhere teaches the merit good 
works. earnestly insists the necessity good 
works, and sets forth the glorious reward fidelity 
Christ, this what does his other Epistles also.‘ 

The peculiarity diction and style which prevails these 
Kpistles, and which marks them, whole, contrast 
with the other Pauline writings, cannot denied, and 
worthy serious consideration. Here the following sug- 
gestions are point: 

The apostolic age was one intense activity and rapid 

See Appendix 


As, for example, Rom. 16; iii. 29, 30; iv. 9-12; Gal. iii. 28; Eph. 
11-22, etc. 

which salvation grace set forth, and the merit our works denied, 
the clearest terms. 

The true Pauline doctrine is, that good works are the stream which flows 
from the fountain faith: stream fountain, and consequently approval 
Christ’s bar. This the position alike the Pastoral Epistles and the 
other acknowledged writings Paul. Rom. ii. 6-11; vi. 21-23; viii. 6-8; 
Cor. vi. 9-11; ix. Gal. vi. 7-9; Eph. vi. Phil. iii. 18, 19; iv. 
Col. iii. 5-14, 24, 25. Compare Tim. iv. 10, 16; vi. 11, 12, Tim. 
18; ii. 19-22; iv. Titus ii. 11-14; iii. 
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development within the sphere Christendom. Under the 
guidance the Holy Spirit, the church passed rapidly from 
formative, towards more mature, state organization. 
the course this progress, new questions were continually 
arising, and new phases social Christian life. may 
add, also, that towards the latter part the period especially, 
errors and vain speculations had also rank and rapid 
growth. this have clear indications, when com- 
pare the Epistle the Colossians, about with the 
Epistles the Galatians and Corinthians, not 
surprising that, within the space three four years more, 
there should have been, Asia Minor and the adjacent 
islands, still further developments error 
fables, and these, too, very marked character. 

The great apostle the Gentiles had mind intense 
activity and flexibility also. The his 
character, has been called, wonderful. His style has, 
indeed, certain grand characteristics, which belong the 
essence his character; and these appear alike the 
Pastoral Epistles and his other acknowledged writings. 
marvellous variety. knows how adapt himself, the 
placed, and the work performed. new forms 
argument, new terms, are needed, enforce new duties, 
refute new errors, are sure that they will forth- 
coming. Compare, for example, his Epistle the Romans 
with the two the Corinthians. All three are alike 
but who that had read only the Epistles the 
Corinthians would have expected, priori, that epistle 
like that the Romans would almost immediately follow 
who would have judged, from his two Epistles the 
Thessalonians, that, within few months, could deliver 
address the philosophers Mars’ Hill, like that re- 
corded the Acts the Apostles? All that Pauline” 
does not lie two three half-a-dozen the apostle’s 
writings. Every new Epistle adds something the Pauline” 
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vocabulary and style; and nothing can proved 
which says what the circumstances re- 
quire him say the way which ought said, 
even though the particular expression occurs nowhere 

The defenders the Pastoral Epistles have, with 
reason, laid stress the two considerations that they are 
addressed, not churches, but trusty friends and fellow- 
laborers, and that they are mainly 
taining their office and the duties connected with it. 
such letters ought expect peculiar range topics 
and peculiar freedom communication. 

The apostle’s age may well taken into account. 
Some time before, writing Philemon, had described 
himself Paul the Reminiscences the past are 
natural men advanced life; and they are apt, also, 
embody the gathered experience years the form 
proverbs commonplace sayings. The Holy Ghost 
tifies old age, does youth and manhood, but does not 
abolish what purely natural it. 

If, now, examine the Pastoral Epistles the light 
these principles, find them nothing, respect 
diction, that can reasonably give offence. They contain 
many new terms fables,” genealogies,” vain and 
“vain talkers,” profane vain about 
etc.; but this because such terms are needed 
meet the errors the time. one can deny that the 
errors referred may have actually existed the apostle’s 
lifetime, that these terms appropriately describe them. 
Why, then, take offence them 

Peculiar these Epistles the designation the gospel 

“the mystery godliness,” the doctrine according 
godliness,” the truth which according and 
the frequent use otherwise the term godliness also, 


μῦθοι, γενεαλογίαι, ματαιολογία and ματαιολόγος, βέβηλοι λογο- 
μαχίαι, 

The term εὐσέβεια occurs once the Acts the Apostles (iii. 12), four 
times the Second Epistle Peter, and ten times the Pastoral Epistles. 
manifestly came into current use the latter part the apostolic age, when 
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the forms doctrine,” sound being sound 
the faith”; these latter opposition those who are 
about questions and strifes words, whereof cometh 
envy, strife, railings, evil surmisings, perverse disputings 
men corrupt minds and destitute the These 
forms exhibit the practical side Christianity healthful 
doctrine, producing healthful life, opposition the 
profane vain and profitless speculations the 
false teachers, which the apostle regards moral disease. 
They are, therefore, entirely place. 

regards the general style the Pastoral Epistles, critics 
have noticed the peculiarity that the writer frequently di- 
gresses into general remarks, from which returns way 
exhortation application the person addressed.? 
Such remarks are often introduced the formula: Faithful 
the saying,” which they receive sort proverbial 
character. They may, truth, regarded maxims 
treasured the apostle’s soul, which dwells with 
increasing fondness draws towards the close his 
and that should immediately make appli- 
cation them Timothy Titus entirely natural. 
there be, further, alleged, summary character the 
precepts these Epistles, and, naturally connected with 
this, certain looseness structure, the explanation is, that 
writing confidentially fellow-laborers, trained under 
his own supervision, who need not much details hints 
the several points that require their special attention 


Disputed Books. 


The disputed books are those respecting the 
apostolic origin and authority which doubts existed, 
greater less extent, the primitive church before the 
fourth century viz. the Epistle the Hebrews, the Epistle 


the necessities the time required sharp distinction between the substance 
holy Christian faith and the empty profession it. 
Among other examples may specified: Tim. 15-18; iv.9-12; Titus 
ii. 11-15 iii. 5-8. 
XXVII. No. 107. 
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James, the Second Epistle Peter, the Second and Third 
Epistles John, the Epistle Jude, and the Apocalypse 
seven books all. The discussion the grounds which 
each these books has been received into the canon the 
New Testament belongs the department Particular 
Introduction. shall here restrict ourselves some 
general suggestions, which apply them whole. 

The question about the reception rejection these 
books concerns only the the canon, not the truth 
Christianity. Some persons, when they learn the existence 
doubts the early churches respecting certain books, are 
greatly troubled, shade uncertainty were 
thrown over the whole New Testament. Not so. They 
should understand that its several books were one 
after another, occasion required, and that the churches 
received each them separately, the evidence they had 
its apostolic origin. last collections these books, that 
is, canons, began formed, each which represented 
the prevailing judgment the churches the region where 
was made. The Eastern churches, for example, omitted 
from their canon all the disputed books but the Epistle 
the Hebrews and that the other hand, the 
Western churches omitted these two books, but received the 
Epistle Jude, the Apocalypse, and apparently, also, the 
second and third Now, this diversity judgment 
regard particular books does not, the affect 
the remaining books the New Testament, which are sus- 
tained the undivided testimony the ancient churches. 
The Christian church has received the seven books ques- 
tion grounds which she judges adequate. But, any 
one feels under the necessity suspending his judgment 
respect one more them, him follow the teachings 
the other books, which are above all doubt; for them 
will find all the essential truths Christianity. 

The primitive age the church was one free 


Muratorian Canon, which represents the judgment the Western 
churches, here very obscure and doubtful interpretation. 
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General councils were not then known; nor was there any 
central power (such unhappily grew later ages) 
impose its decisions authoritatively the churches. the 
essential doctrines the gospel there was everywhere 
agreement; but this did not exclude differences various 
minor points the different provinces and 
respect these the churches several provinces 
were very tenacious, maintaining obstinate and heated con- 
troversies over them. specimen these may named 
the controversy which the churches Asia Minor had with 
the church Rome respecting the festival the passover, 
which finally proceeded such extremity break the 
bond fellowship between them. need not surprised, 
therefore, find also the different provinces the Roman 
empire diversity judgment respect certain books 
the New Testament. 

Although cannot account for the universal and 
undisputed reception given book, except the assump- 
tion its genuineness, the reverse not true; that 
say, the non-reception certain book some the early 
churches conclusive argument against its apostolic 
origin. From the influence unknown us, 
may have remained for considerable period time 
comparative obscurity. have good ground for believing 
that some apostolic writings are utterly lost. deny the 
possibility this would prejudge the wisdom God. 
The question one fact, not theory. The most obvious 
interpretation Cor. and Col. iv. 16, is, that Paul 
refers each case epistle which has not come down 
tous. And, inspired epistle might lost, how can 
one reasonably deny that the knowledge and use such 
epistle might for some time restricted comparatively 
narrow circle churches? When such Epistle the 
Second Peter, for example more extensively 
known, would encounter many difficulties obtaining 
general circulation because, this matter, the churches 
one region were slow and cautious receiving what 
came from other regions. 
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The caution and hesitation the early churches, with 
pledge that, settling the canon the New Testament, 
they acted deliberately and conscientiously. Did the history 
the canon present such phenomenon the distinction 
between acknowledged and disputed books, there would 
ground for the allegation that they received, without dis- 
crimination, whatever claimed apostolic origin. 
But now, their mature and final this matter 
entitled profound respect. The judgment the early 
churches, let remembered, was not simply afirmative, 
but negative also. While received the seven books now 
under consideration, rejected others that were highly 
valued and publicly read some the this 
ground, though not binding authority exclude 
our free investigation and examination the facts which 
earnestly protest against that blind spirit reverence for 
antiquity which would exalt the judgment the early 
church not theoretically, but practically —to 
place co-ordinate with scripture, think less necessary 
lift warning against the narrow self-complacency 
which contemptuously rejects the mature decisions the 
primitive Christians historic points, for the determination 
which they had better data than this nineteenth 
century can hope find. 


was our original intention finish the subject 
LATION with the present Article. But find necessary 
add another before proceeding the momentous question 
INSPIRATION. 


The first epistle Clement Rome, with part the second, appended 
the Alexandrian Codex. Barnabas, with part the Shepherd 
Hermas, attached the Sinai Codex. The explanation that these 
three books were read least some the churches when these codices were 
executed. 
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APPENDIX 


The passages from Tertullian are the following: Praetereo hic 
alia epistula, nos Ephesios praescriptam habemus, haeretici vero 
pass here another epistle also, which have 
inscribed the but the heretics, the Laodicenes.” 

“Ecclesiae quidem veritate epistulam istam Ephesios habemus 
emissam, non sed Marcion titulam aliquando interpolare 
gestiit, quasi isto diligentissimus explorator. Nihil autem titulis 
interest, cum omnes apostolus scripserit, dum quosdam,” Ac- 
cording the truth [that is, according the true tradition] the church, 
have that Epistle sent the Ephesians, not the Laodicenes. But 
Marcion some time pleased himself with foisting upon 
had been this matter also very diligent investigator. Titles, however, 
are importance; since the apostle wrote all when wrote 
some,” ete. 

The title (titulus) which Tertullian refers is, apparently, not the 
words which belong the text, but the title πρὸς 
prefixed the Epistle, which, however gathered, was not part the 
text, but was properly represented belonging “the verity the 
church.” This title Marcion, and the heretics who sided with him, changed. 
But there must have been some ground for the change and the question 
is: What ground? may judge from the words Tertullian, 
must have been the absence from some the manuscripts the words 
for, first, Tertullian appeals, not the uniform testimony the 
manuscripts, but church secondly, accuses Marcion, not 
falsifying the apostle’s words, but affecting this matter very 
diligent investigator; thirdly, puts the whole question with the 
remark that “titles are importance,” which would hardly have 
done had the testimony the manuscripts been uniform. 

Basil’s words are more decisive: ᾿Αλλὰ καὶ τοῖς ᾿Εφεσίοις ἐπιστέλλων 
γνησΐως ἡνομένοις ὄντι ἐπιγνώσεως, ὄντας αὐτοὺς ἰδιαζόντως 
ὠνόμασεν τοῖς ἁγίοις τοῖς οὖσι καὶ πιστοῖς Χριστῷ Ἰησοῦ, οὕτω 
γὰρ καὶ πρὸ ἡμῶν παραδεδώκασι, καὶ ἡμεῖς τοῖς παλαιοῖς τῶν ἀντι- 


Adv. Marcionem, 11. 

17. 

Cange, his Glossary, defines interpolationes vel 
immutationes, quae transumptis occurrunt vitio librariorum, ..... sive 
industria fecerint, sive non.” is, then, very nearly equivalent 
corrumpere. Marcion foisted upon the Epistle title unknown church 
tradition. 
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γράφων But writing the Ephesians also, those who 
have genuine union through knowledge with him who is, called them, 
peculiar sense, those who are, saying: the saints who are and 
faithful Christ Jesus. For those before have transmitted it, and 
have found the ancient copies.” 

Much useless labor has been expended show that the point made 
Basil the insertion, before the participle οὖσι, the article τοῖς, not the 
omission the words Basil does, indeed, regard the Epistle 
written the Ephesians; but this rests, like Tertullian, the tra- 
dition the church. The words which τοῖς ἁγίοις τοῖς οὖσι 
καὶ πιστοῖς Χριστῷ Ἰησοῦ --- agree exactly with the text the Sinaitic 
and Vatican manuscripts, and plain that means give them 
what regards the true text. His argument for calling the saints 
those who are peculiar sense,” falls the ground the moment the 
words are admitted, and they become simply saints who 
are Ephesus.” His language τοῖς παλαιοῖς τῶν ἀντιγράφων, the 
ancient among the copies, implies that this was the reading the ancient 
copies generally. See further Davidson’s Introduction the New 
Testament, Vol. ii. 328 seq. 

Jerome, commenting the words Sanctis omnibus qui sunt 
Ephesi,” remarks follows 

Quidam, curiosius quam necesse est, putant quod Moysi dictum 
sit: dices filiis Israel: Qui est misit me, etiam eos qui Ephesi sunt 
sancti fideles essentiae vocabulo nuncupatos. quomodo sancto 
sancti, justo justi, sapientia sapientes; ita qui est, qui sunt 
appellentur. ..... Alii vero simpliciter, non eos qui sunt, sed qui 
Ephesi sancti fideles sint, seriptum 

Some, with over-refined subtilty, conclude from the words addressed 
Thus shalt thou say the children Israel: who 
hath sent also the saints and faithful who are Ephesus receive 
appellation denoting existence that, just they are called holy from 
him who holy, just from him who just, wise from his wisdom, from 
him who they are called they who are. ..... But others think that the 
epistle was addressed simply, not those who are, but those who are 
saints and faithful Ephesus.” 

Jerome regards the reading “to the saints who are Ephesus” 
settled but his condemnatory notice the interpretation the saints 
who are,” taken connection with the words Tertullian and Basil, and 
also the further fact that the words “in Ephesus” are wanting two very 


Against Eunomius, ii. (p. 254 ed. Garnier). 

Eph. according the Vulgate, which agrees here with the reading 
the Alexandrian manuscript. 
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ancient manuscripts, best explained the assumption that the reading 
without the words “in Ephesus” existed his day, although disallowed 
both and the subtile interpretation based upon it. 


APPENDIX 


THE QUESTION SECOND ROMAN IMPRISONMENT. 


The historic testimony this point, which may seen the intro- 
ductions the Pastoral Epistles, but all the side second 
Roman imprisonment. Eusebius, after reference the two years’ im- 
prisonment Rome, recorded goes say: τότε μὲν οὖν 
ἀπολογησάμενον, αὖθις ἐπὶ τὴν τοῦ κησύγματος διακονίαν λόγος ἔχει 
στείλασθαι τὸν ἀπόστολον" δεύτερον ἐπιβάντα αὐτῇ πόλει, 
αὐτὸν τελειωθῆναι δεσμοῖς ἐχόμενος τὴν πρὸς Τιμόθεον 
δεύτεραν ἐπιστολὴν συντάττει, ὁμοῦ σημαίνων τήν πρότεραν αὐτῷ 
γενομένην ἀπολογίαν καὶ τὴν παραπόδας δέχου καὶ τούτων 
τὰς αὐτοῦ μαρτυρίας. πρώτῃ μου, φησὶν ἀπολογίᾳ οὐδείς μοι 
συμπαρεγένετο, reported that the apostle, having that 
time made his defence, went forth again the work preaching; but that, 
having come second time the same city, suffered martyrdom under 
him [Nero]. which time, while heid chains, composed his Second 
Epistle Timothy, referring both his first defence and his speedy 
death. Hear, you please, his declarations concerning these: ‘In first 
defence,’ says he, man stood with me,’” then proceeds give 
his judgment that this tradition correct, the ground that the apostle’s 
first defence must understood the hearing the close his first 
imprisonment, which had favorable issue while second trial awaits 
him this his second imprisonment, which will result his condemnation. 
Here must distinguish carefully between the tradition itself, and the 
reason which Eusebius gives for his adhesion The reason undoubtedly 
this does not affect the reality the tradition. reasonable suppose 
that the interpretation owes its existence the tradition, not the tradition 
the interpretation. further remark that the expression λόγος ἔχει 
naturally understood, not uncertain rumor, but current tradition. 

Clement Rome represents the Apostle Paul having been herald 
the gospel the East and the West,” having taught the whole 
world and having come the limit the West, and having 
testified before the rulers,” and “so having departed from the 


Acts xxviii. 30, 31. Hist. 22. Tim. iv. seq. 

The passage filled out according the text Cotelerius, reads 
διδάξας ὅλον τὸν κόσμον, ἐπὶ] τέρμα τῆς δύσεως ἐλθὼν, καὶ μαρτυρήσας ἐπὶ 
τῶν ἡγουμένων, οὕτως ἀπαλλάγη τοῦ κόσμου. Corinthios, 
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Whatever hyperbole there may the passage, “the limit the 
West” can fairly understood only Spain; not Rome, where 
Clement himself resided. The reference will then tradition that, 
after his first imprisonment, accomplished his purpose visiting Spain, 

Coming now the testimony that can gathered from the other 
writings the New Testament, have, the first place, the apostle’s 
declaration the elders the Ephesian church: And now, behold, 
know that all, among whom have gone preaching the kingdom 
God, shall see face The weight this passage against 
the position which advocate, are not disposed deny for the fair 
interpretation the apostle’s words, besought thee abide still 
Ephesus, when went into implies, upon the supposition 
that the Pastoral Epistles were written after his first imprisonment, that 
did again visit the Ephesian church. But they are fairly balanced 
his equally strong declaration the Philippians that his present imprison- 
ment should have favorable issue.* Such declarations, when doctrine 
fact Christianity concerned, are not taken authoritative 
revelations the Spirit. 

are left, then, the full weight the internal evidence the Pas- 
toral Epistles, which preponderates greatly the side second Roman 
imprisonment. 


xv. 24, 28. 

Καὶ viv, ἰδοὺ, ἐγὼ οἶδα ὅτι, Acts xx. 25. 

Καὶ τοῦτο πεποιθὼς ὅτι μενῶ, Phil. 25. See also chap. ii. 24; 
Philemon 22. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


EXPOSITION COR. 14. 
BY. OTIS, ESQ., MEMBER THE BAR, CLEVELAND, 


any the translations the New Testament correctly 
render the last clause this verse, and its meaning 
understood? suggestion which calls question the 
critical judgment the great number distinguished schol- 
ars who have taken part translating the New Testament, 
and the still greater number who have written commen- 
taries thereon, may savor egotism; still, the admitted 
grammatical and logical difficulties which surround all trans- 
lations and explanations this verse render the question 
legitimate and proper one for examination. Notwithstanding 
majority the most distinguished modern commentators 
omit the conditional conjuction εἰ, which introduces the 
hypothetical period, have, beyond all reasonable doubt, 
the received text the Greek Testament, the very words 
used the Apostle Paul; and the question is: these 
translations convey the same meaning Paul’s words? 
they do, then these translations are correct; they not, 
then these translations are erroneous, matter when made, 
whom made, how generally received. The question 
not doctrinal one, but purely question interpretation, 
determined the same manner the disputed 
meaning statute, contract, business letter which 
made the subject judicial that is, the 
meaning the individual words used Paul, and the 
requirements the whole context connection which 
these words stand. 

conceded, the very outset this investigation, that 
all translators have rendered the clause substantially the 


the love Christ constraineth us; because thus judge, that one 
died for all, then were all dead.” 
XXVII. No. 107. 
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same manner, and that all commentators have accepted their 
translations substantially correct; and that this weight 
authority can overcome only the clearest grammatical 
and logical reasons against the correctness the received 
versions. treat the question fairly, seems necessary 
set forth these translations, and the explanations the 
leading commentators thereon their own language respec- 
tively, point out their errors, and then submit better trans- 
lation. Success this matter measured, not simply 
pointing out the difficulties the received translations, 
but substituting better translation their place. 

The verse, the received text the Greek Testament, 
reads follows: 

yap ἀγάπη tod Χριστοῦ συνέχει ἡμᾶς, κρίναντας τοῦτο, 
ὅτι εἷς ὑπὲρ πάντων ἀπέθανεν, ἄρα πάντες ἀπέθανον. 

the Vulgate version, translated from the 
versions, Jerome, about the year 390, and which has 
been exclusively adopted the Roman Catholic church, 
since the seventh century, the verse rendered: Charitas 
enim Christi urget nos; estimantes hoc, quoniam unus 
pro omnibus mortuus est, ergo omnes mortui 

the Douay, English Catholic Bible, adopted, with 
slight variations, from the Rheims version the New Testa- 
ment, translated 1582, “out the authentical Latin, 
according the best corrected copies the the 
verse rendered: For the charity Christ presseth us; 
judging this, that one died for all, then all were dead.” 

the Authorized version, 1611, out 
the original Greek, and with the former translations dili- 
gently compared and the verse rendered: For 
the love Christ constraineth us; because thus judge, 
that one died for all, then were all 

Without referring more particularly any other trans- 
lations the New Testament, sufficient say, that 
all them this verse rendered substantially the same 
way; and that all translations have, until recently, Leen 
generally supposed teach the idea, the doctrine 
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Paul, that Christ died for all men all men were dead. 
The interpretation adopted the Fathers and Schoolmen 
was that Christ died for all men all men were dead 
sin; and this interpretation still maintained the 
Roman Catholic church and large number 
commentators. But more careful consideration the 
verse has disclosed the fact that, while these translations 
apparently teach the doctrine that Christ died for all men 
because all men were dead, they logically, and therefore 
really, teach the doctrine that the death all men was the 
result the death Christ for all men. And, therefore, 
the interpretation now adopted majority Protestant 
commentators is, that all men, for whom Christ died, die 
sin the result the death Christ for all men. Now, 
although Christ died for the benefit the race, and all the 
individuals the race are, until renewed, dead sin, and 
although all the individuals the race, when renewed, are 
required die sin, still there logical connection 
whatever, condition and result, cause and effect, 
between the physical death Christ and the metaphorical 
death the race sin, the metaphorical death the 
renewed sin. Men were dead sin, and men died sin, 
before Christ died. Therefore the translators Paul have 
failed comprehend his meaning. 

Since the time Augustine, and his famous contro- 
versy with Pelagius, but more particularly within the last 
thirty-five years, the meaning this verse has been the sub- 
ject repeated investigation. Commentators have wrestled 
with extract from some meaning which should 
consistent with the apparent real idea contained the 
received translations, the teachings the other portions 
the sacred scriptures, and the admitted natural and moral 
state the race; but result satisfactory all has yet 
been reached. Men equal learning and critical ability 
still come different conclusions its true meaning. 

Dunigan’s Edition Haydock’s Catholic Family Bible, 


approved the Pope and all the Archbishops 
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and Bishops America, and the commentaries Archbishop 
Kendrick are regarded the very highest authority among 
Catholics; while the commentaries and annotations Ols- 
hausen, Conybeare and Howson, Dr. Bloomfield, Dean Alford, 
and Lange and his associates his volumnious Bible-work, 
are regarded the very highest authority among Prot- 
and the respective views entertained these dis- 
tinguished scholars the meaning this verse, though not 
alike, may safely accepted the best considered expo- 
sitions the verse which have hitherto been published. 

Haydock explains the meaning the verse follows: 
For the charity Christ, the love God, the love that 
Christ has shown and all mankind, and return 
love due him, presseth the motive all that 
because consider that, one, our Redeemer Christ 
Jesus, died for all, then all were dead, and had been lost 
their sins, had not Christ come redeem us. Thus Au- 
gustine, many places, proving original sin against the 
Pelagians. Divers interpreters add this exposition: 
all are dead, that is, ought die, and new life 
look upon themselves dead sin, which connected with 
what follows the next verse.” 

Archbishop Kendrick explains the verse follows: 
lost state the whole human family, and the universal char- 
acter the atonement Christ, are here strongly expressed.” 

Olshausen explains the meaning the verse follows: 
Therefore the love Christ (i.e. not love toward Christ, 
but that which bears within himself, and imparts his 
people) is, were, the destruction all those belonging 
since died for all, therefore all (who accept him) 
likewise die for him, i.e. they are annihilated their inde- 
pendent existence; they live longer for themselves, but 
for Christ. The only difficulty existing here the fact 
(apart from the idea substitution, already considered 
Rom. 12) that says precisely, dpa πάντες ἀπέθανον, 
then did all die, which makes the death all appear the 
necessary consequence the death the substitute for 
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while 15, the ἀπέθανεν iva, represents the death 
all act depending their own pleasure, wit, 
how they should The difficulty may thus ex- 
plained Without the death Christ, absolutely none 
would condition die himself, for that possible 
only entering into and appropriating his life love; but 
man may always hinder, his resistance, the power 
Christ, which kills, and the same time makes alive,’ from 
perfecting his work him. From this obstructing resistance 
the fifteenth verse intended withhold the Corinthians. 
Before Christ’s death was subject reproof man 
that lived himself, but after Christ’s death was 
crime all those whom the word the cross had come. 
this manner strict connection visible with 16. 
(In ἐξέστημεν, excess and exaggeration, this connection, 
praise, are represented the expression ἔκστασις 
μανία. Chrysostom well elucidates συνέχει, constrains, 
14, οὐκ ἀφίησιν ἡσυχάζειν pe, love does not 
only introduced join the ἄρα more easily, and also, prob- 
ably, order remove the apparent pleonasm with 15. 
But the hypothetical conception the substitution per- 
fectly untenable the idea applies one except Christ, 
who only, the second Adam, could substitute for the 
whole human race. The ὑπέρ plainly stands here ἀντί, 
for only upon this supposition does the dpa acquire 
significance. See Matt. xx. 28.)” 

Conybeare and Howson, the authors the admirable 
“Life and Epistles note this verse, say 
πάντες ἀπέθανον cannot mean all were dead (A. V.), but 
all render the verse follows: For the love 
Christ constrains me, because thus judge, that one 
died for all, then his death was their 

Doctor Bloomfield, the ninth edition his Greek Testa- 
ment with English Notes, remarks follows: respects 
the words ἄρα πάντες ἀπέθανον, carefully reconsidering 
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what has been urged Professor Scholef against the common 
version, were all dead,’ admit the force his ob- 
but would render not, with the Professor, then 
all died,’ but, with Dr. did all these die,’ viz. 
‘whose substitute was’; other words, ‘were 
better condition than dead See Rom. xii. 19; 
Eph. ii. 5.” 

Dean Alford, the fourth edition his Greek 
explains the meaning the verse follows: 
τοῦτο, because formed this judgment (viz. our con- 
version regard this truth) that one 
died behalf all (not only, for the benefit all, 
Meyer, but instead all, suffered death the root and 
essence our humanity, the second Adam. This death 
behalf men the absolute objective fact: that all 
enter not into the benefit that Death owing the non- 
fulfilment the subjective condition which follows) there- 
fore all died (i.e therefore, the death Christ, all, the all 
for whom died, πάντες, died too), i.e. see below, because 
planted the likeness His death, died sin and self, 
that they might live him. This was true objectively, but 
not subjectively, till such death sin and self realized 
each: See Rom. vi. ff. The other renderings 
die, Thomas Aquinas, Grotius, Estius, and others; 
were under sentence death, Chrysostom, Theodoret, 
Beza, and others; good died, Flatt shown 
carefully noticing the construction with 
without The verb common both members the 
the correspondent emphatic words the two 
members being (1) εἷς ὑπὲρ πάντων (2) mavres; (One 
behalf all) died, (all) died: One died the death 
(belonging to, due from) then all died (in and with 
him). rendering ὅτι, can hardly 
right, would leave κρίναντας τοῦτο standing awkwardly 

Lange, his commentaries, edited Dr. Schaff, explains 
the meaning the verse follows: When the Apostle 
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adds having formed this judgment,’ introduces the 
subjective cause that influence which the love Christ 
has over him. That love has led him form this judgment, 
had brought him this conclusion, this conviction. 
Whether this judgment was reached the time his con- 
version (Meyer), whether the whole meaning the death 
Christ became thus clear his apprehension some later 
period his life (Osiander), may left undetermined. Ne- 
ander remarks that the aorist was here used because Paul in- 
tended tospeak something which happened once upon 
means, that ever since became conscious the saving 
love new principle has entered his heart.’ The 
substance this conviction, or, rather, the judgment then 
formed, that One died for all, and all died. 
accept the reading the Receptus, which gives after 
ὅτι, must regard dpa..... ἀπέθανον 
together; that (if one died for all) then all died. The 
hypothetical sentence, however, could have been only for- 
mally problematical, since what there expressed must have 
been really certain the Apostle. But the left 
out, either equivalent because, and introduces the 
equivalent and both clauses depend upon it, i.e. 
have judged that One died for all, and that all died’ (Osian- 
der). Τοῦτο appears favor this latter supposition 
judged this, that,’ etc.). One thing, however, which would 
far determine favor the causal signification is, 
that brings out more prominently the πάντες ἀπέθανον, 
the proper substance the judgment which the Apostle 
says the context had come judged this, that One died 
for all, and all died’). And yet the whole force the 
sentence seems require that the sense that, 
should made govern both clauses it. The logical 
relation, however, would destroyed, thus bring 
independent conclusion means ἄρα. The inference 
which the Apostle makes from the proposition that One died 
for all, argues strongly favor its judicially vicarious 
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signification. One was the place all; therefore 
must looked upon one has made expiation for 
the offence all; therefore all are looked upon 
having suffered 

Before examining detail the foregoing opinions and 
arguments these commentators, wish say, generally, 
that Paul might speak the death Christ, and yet not 
make, intend make, any reference whatever the 
atoning character his death, the fallen state man- 
kind and, also, that might use the aorist participle 
declare that had already formed opinion upon the 
subject which was then discussing, and yet not make, 
intend make, any reference whatever the time his 
conversion the date that opinion. there nothing 
the words used Paul, the connection which 
they stand, show such reference, mere assumption 
the part his commentators put any such construction 
upon them. Whoever shall claim such reference must estab- 
lish some affirmative evidence; and until such affirmative 
evidence shall produced, mere denial such reference 
sufficient. All such reference here denied. And 
wish say, further, that, unless the word εἰ, retained, 
the last clause the verse cannot intelligibly translated. 

understood that the learned divines the Roman 
Catholic church regard the Vulgate version the Greek 
Testament equal authority with the original text; and 
will observed that both Haydock and Archbishop Ken- 
drick tacitly admit the verse correctly translated, and 
that neither them make any reference the Greek text 
order determine illustrate its meaning. 

Haydock gives two explanations the meaning the 
last clause the verse: one, the old interpretations the 
Fathers and Schoolmen, that Christ died for all men, because 
all were dead sin; the other, the recent interpretation, 
that men die sin the result Christ’s death. These 
two explanations are widely different from each other 
that only one them can possibly correct; and both 
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them may erroneous. sufficient answer the first 
explanation say that neither Paul nor any his trans- 
lators use any such language, nor will the language which 
they use bear any such interpretation. And ought 
sufficient answer the second explanation, say that 
men died sin before Christ’s death, and therefore death 
sin cannot the result His death. 

Archbishop Kendrick gives critical explanation the 
meaning this clause; but contents himself with saying 
that strongly expresses the lost state the whole human 
family, and the universal character the atonement 
Christ. But does not express either. does not even 
assert the existence any fact. The phrase that One 
died for all, then all were dead,” mere hypothetical 
statement; and hypothetical statement proves nothing 
reality. 

Olshausen, will observed, undertakes establish the 
meaning this clause syllogism. first lays down 
the proposition that the love Christ is, 
destruction all who are Christ’s; then lays down the 
further proposition, that all who accept Christ are annihilated 
their independent existence and from these premises 
forthwith draws the conclusion that all who live for Christ 
are πάντες dead men. Substituting these sup- 
posed equivalent words Olshausen for the words Paul, 
and omitting εἰ, Olshausen does, the verse will read: 
For the love Christ, were, destroys us; because 
judge this, that Christ died for all, therefore all who live for 
Christ are syllogistic argument, however specious, 
which terminates such palpable absurdity, must neces- 
sarily founded upon false premises. The idea which 
supposes have been Paul’s mind, and the 
idea which was actually Paul’s mind the time, are the 
very opposite each other. Olshausen supposes Paul’s 
meaning be, that any man live for Christ, that is, 


Christ, dead man; whereas, Paul himself says, 
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the seventeenth verse the same chapter, that any man 
Christ, is, not dead man, but new creature. 
words Paul have such meaning, and convey such 
idea, the words Olshausen. dic, physical act; 
cisely what Christ did; and the verb ἀπέθανεν describes this 
from that state moral infirmity which our selfish and 
sinful propensities have dominion over us, that state 
moral likeness Christ which they have longer do- 
minion over us; is, all the subjects it, the com- 
mencement eternal life; and the verb ἀπέθανον does 
not describe this act, either its inception, progress, 
consummation. 

But there another still more serious objection the 
exposition Olshausen. supplemental argument, 
favor his construction the words πάντες ἀπέθανον. 
says that Christ’s death was subject reproof 
follow one’s selfish pleasures, passions, and interests 
the paramount good, the claims God and 
the rights men. Cain, when slew his brother, David, 
when was compassing the dishonor and death Uriah, 
and Ahab and Jezebel, when causing the murder Naboth 
under the forms judicial trial, that they might possess 
themselves his vineyard, were all living themsclves 
and, though Christ had not then died, both reproof and 
punishment speedily followed their crimes. These cases are 
mentioned, not because they are exceptional ones, but be- 
cause they furnish pertinent and indisputable evidence 
the fact that both the Old Testament and the New bear the 
same testimony against all who live themselves. 

Conybeare and Howson hold the clause mean, and 
render it, that One died for all, then his death was their 
death. This exposition more erroneous, absolute 
error will admit degrees comparison, than the expo- 
sition Olshausen; for know that neither literal 
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nor metaphorical sense did the death all follow the death 
Christ, the result it. 

Doctor Bloomfield says that the words dpa πάντες ἀπέ- 
θανον read: “then did all those which expands into 
the phrase, expressive the meaning Paul: then all 
those whose substitute was were better condilion 
than dead Doctor Bloomfield retains εἰ, the 
logical meaning his statement is, not that Christ died for 
all because all whose substitute was were better 
condition than dead men before the time his death, 
but that all whose substitute was were better con- 
dition than dead men after his death, and the result it. 
This interpretation Doctor Bloomfield naturally suggests 
three questions, the mere statement which are many 
convincing arguments that his interpretation wrong, and 
upon which propose rest our objections it: 
Paul said precisely, then did all those did mean 
that those did die, but only that those” were 
better condition than dead men? those whose 
substitute Christ was were better condition than dead 
men after his death, and the result it, wherein did the 
condition those whose substitute was, and those 
whose substitute was not, differ? If, after the death 
Christ, and the result it, all those whose substitute 
was were still better condition than dead men, what 
benefit accrued them from his death 

Dean Alford expands the few plain words Paul into 
the following Because, the time our con- 
version, learned regard this settled truth, that 
One suffered death instead all, the root and essence 
our humanity, the second Adam, therefore the death 
Christ the all for whom died, died sin and self 
objectively, but not subjectively till such death sin and 
forced and fanciful exposition Dean Alford, say that 
the words Paul have such meaning strives 
impose upon them, and that, Paul said what intended 
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say, had such thought his mind the time 
Dean Alford attributes him. this exposition, Dean 
Alford right one particular, and one particular only, 
which is, that, although omits εἰ, makes πάντες 
ἀπέθανον, whatever may the meaning the phrase, 
consequence result the death Christ. all other 
particulars wrong. 

Lange rejects εἰ, and translates the verse make 
Paul say that the love Christ had brought him the con- 
clusion that One died for all, and all died; and, 
drawing one inference from another, finally arrives 
the following result, the meaning Paul, viz. One has 
made expiation for the offence all, therefore all are looked 
upon having suffered punishment. Such proposition re- 
quires the mere statement the proposition 
carries with its own refutation. The difference between 
this exposition Lange and the foregoing expositions one 
degree merely, and consists chiefly this, that Lange 
has misconceived the meaning the entire verse its be- 
ginning, middle, and end while these other commentators 
have only misconceived the meaning the phrase dpa 
πάντες ἀπέθανον. 

These words Paul can have but one true meaning; and 
evident, from the ‘different results which all these 
commentators have come, their illogical and unsatisfactory 
arguments, and the arbitrary course pursued them all 
construing the words Paul, that they also have failed 
comprehend his meaning. Indeed, know 
commentator, from the time Augustine the present, 
who has comprehended it. All commentators, far 
know, have mainly held the meaning Paul be, either 
that Christ died for all men because all men were dead 
sin before his death, that all men for whom Christ died 
die sin after his death, and the result it. And, 
although there conclusive evidence the fact, there 
some reason suppose that the former these meanings 
was attributed these words Paul early the second 
century. 
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The question naturally arises, How came this interpreta- 
tion, erroneous, adopted early, and finally 
obtain such universal recognition? The answer is, that the 
early Fathers, under the influence the spirit the age 
which they lived, were accustomed look for some secret 
mystical meaning the words scripture lurking be- 
neath their natural signification; and this particular 
verse they supposed the words Paul have reference 
original sin and the atonement Christ, and they interpreted 
them, not according their obvious and natural signifi- 
cation, but according their supposed mystical meaning. 
this these early Fathers have been implicitly followed 
all subsequent translators and commentators; and these 
words Paul have been blindly subjected, through period 
fifteen hundred years, least, gross misconstruction, 
order extract from them meaning which grammatically 
they cannot bear, and which they never were intended 
convey. The movements door, swinging backwards and 
forwards upon its hinges, without making one particle 
advance, not inapt illustration the course and result 
the critical investigations upon this verse during all this 
period time. 

The question now recurs: What was the precise thought 
the mind Paul when wrote these words, and which 
intended thereby express? The only true and satis- 
factory way ascertain this refer, first, the natural 
signification the words themselves, and their gram- 
matical structure and arrangement; and secondly, the re- 
quirements the argument which these words form part. 

the words thus fairly and reasonably interpreted convey 
definite meaning, and this meaning corresponds with the 
requirements the context, then the meaning apparent 
the face the words, and this meaning alone, must held 
the true meaning Paul. 

The first clause the verse has always been translated 
with substantial correctness. The whole difficulty has arisen 
from the translation the last clause, and the interpretation 
given this translation. 


What the natural signification the principal words 
the verse, which admit more than one signification, and 
which determine its meaning 

Συνέχει from the verb which means, hold 
seize, grasp, urge, possess, and embraces the idea 
irresistible power. The verb used Paul only one 
rendered the word the translations 
Tyndale, Cranmer, Geneva, and our Authorized version, 
rendered the word and the 
means, the connection which stands, urge with 
irresistible power, which was also the meaning the word 
when the Bible was translated into English. 

the aorist participle, from the verb κρίνω, 
which means judge, resolve, decide, and embraces the idea 
deliberation and careful thought. 

with genitive— ὑπὲρ πάντων generally signifies 
for, and this connection means, for the benefit all, and 
not, all. 

᾿Απέθανεν ἀπέθανον are from the verb ἀποθνήσκω, 
which means die pass from animate lifeless 
state. And, both these words are the same mode, 
tense, and person, and differ only number, they must 
translated like manner. not allowable translate 
these words any other way. ἀπέθανεν describes physical 
death, ἀπέθανον must describe physical death also. 
over, the death the One was voluntary, order that 
the parallel which was evidently the mind Paul should 
complete, the death the πάντες should voluntary 
also. 

The demonstrative pronoun οἱ, these, prefixed πάντες, 
all, which all the translators, except Beza, have failed 
render, and the force which the commentators have failed 
clearly see, bears important part determining the 
true meaning Paul. The word οἱ, these, used 
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restrictive sense. restricts the all from the all the 
race, previously used, the all particular class. The 
persons who compose this class must those who have 
become renewed through the death the One. wholly 
unreasonable and illogical suppose that those who are 
ignorant of, who feel interest in, this death can 
induced make any sacrifices account thereof. 

The sentence els ὑπὲρ πάντων ἀπέθανεν, dpa 
πάντες ἀπέθανον definitive appositive sentence, which 
definitely expresses what the preceding word τοῦτο vaguely 
indicates. also compound sentence, consisting 
principal and dependent clause. εἷς ὑπὲρ πάντων 
ἀπέθανεν the dependent dpa πάντες ἀπέθανον 
the principal clause. The former clause assumes something 
condition, from which the latter follows conclusion 
result. That which assumed condition this 
sentence is, that One died for all; that which follows 
conclusion result is, that these all came under obligation 
die, that is, should die. The condition assumed 
simple supposition, without any affirmation its reality 
this sentence, but affirmed reality the very first 
sentence the following verse. one shall still 
the opinion that the phrase ἄρα πάντες ἀπέθανον should 
translated, with Olshausen, then did all die; or, with Cony- 
beare and Howson, then all died; or, with Doctor Bloomfield, 
then did all those die; or, with Dean Alford, therefore all 
died; or, with Lange, and all died, because ἀπέθανον 
the second aorist tense, which represents the action 
done, instead translating it, then these all came under obli- 
gation die, its precisely equivalent term, then these all 
should die, complete and satisfactory answer thereto, 
found almost every Greek grammar, which is, that future 
action, view its nearness, its certainty, its rapidity, 
its connection with another action, may conceived 
now doing, even already done, and may expressed 
the Greek the present, aorist, perfect tense. Hence, 
though the obligation these all die, the result 
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their renewal through the death the One, future thereto, 
yet, the opinion Paul, this obligation intimately 
connected with their renewal through the death the One, 
and its consummation ought certainly and speedily fol- 
low their renewal, that speaking these all upon whom 
the obligation had come, makes use tense which 
represents them having already suffered the consummation 
this obligation. 

But this instance the argument does not rest upon the 
natural signification and the grammatical arrangement 
the words the fourteenth verse alone. the fifteenth 
verse Paul restates the result which ought follow from 
the death the One for the benefit all; and the difference 
between the statement the fourteenth verse and the state- 
ment the fifteenth verse simply the difference between 
the literal and the rhetorical statement the same deduction 
from the same fact. πάντες, these the fourteenth 
verse, are described the living, the fifteenth verse, that 
is, those who have experienced the benefit the death 
the One becoming renewed thereby while ἀπέθανον, 
the fourteenth verse, defined mean, the fifteenth 
verse, that these should longer live unto themselves, but 
unto him who died and rose from the dead for them. And 
when remembered that live unto Christ the days 
primitive Christianity always involved sacrifices, sufferings, 
perils, persecutions, and oftentimes tortures and death, 
must conceded that the meaning the two phrases the 
same, and that the latter explains and defines the former. 

The grammatical construction the sentence, then, is, that 
One died for all, then these all should die; or, other 
words, that One died for all, then all who have ex- 
perienced the benefit his death should die. The sentence 
susceptible other grammatical translation meaning. 
And the whole verse would then read: For the love Christ 
urges with irresistible power, having deliberately come 
the conclusion, that One died for all, then all those who 
have experienced the benefit his death should The 
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only things omitted are the course object which the love 
Christ urged Paul with irresistible power, and the object 
purpose for which all should die. But Paul was 
rapid thinker, and oftentimes passed from his premises 
his conclusions without stating all his intermediate 
and hence naturally look for verbal omissions 
language. These do, fact, frequently occur 
from this cause, that they may constitute one 
the characteristics Paul’s style. 

Having ascertained the grammatical meaning the verse, 
now remains ascertain the logical meaning it. 

Paul was constitutionally man ardent and imaginative 
zeal; and his natural enthusiasm was intensified the very 
highest degree the miraculous manner his conversion 
and call. there was labor which was not 
prepared undertake, persecution which was not 
ready suffer, danger which was not willing en- 
counter, that might communicate the knowledge eternal 
the prize the high calling God Christ 
—to perishing world. The conversion men em- 
phatically the cause God, which has engaged his love and 
sympathy from the foundation the world, and for which, 
the fulness time, gave his only-begotten and dearly 
beloved Son; and for this cause Paul labored with love 
second only that Christ, more abundantly than all. 
his own graphic and heart-stirring description, life which 
lived the flesh lived the faith the Son God, 
who loved him and gave himself for him. pressed, 
yet not helpless, yet not hopeless; persecuted, 
not forsaken cast down, yet not looking not 
things seen, but things unseen’; with his love, his hope, 
his faith, his zeal renewed day day, discharged the 
ministry reconciliation committed him, amidst dis- 
couraging trials, exhausting labors, and the frequent peril 
his life. the frivolous, pantheistic Greek, the 
formalistic Jew, the half-developed Christian living amidst 
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pated therefrom, the motives such life that Paul 
were utterly and they all alike regarded 
him mad religious enthusiast. This was the obvious 
and popular and, the estimation the world, the most 
point attack upon Paul’s character and 
fluence. was one the points which the false teachers 
and the false brethren the Corinthian church, who wished 
destroy his apostolic character and overthrow his religious 
teachings, would likely make against him; for contempt 
and ridicule are always regarded the unthinking and 
unscrupulous the most powerful and destructive weapons 
offence. was, fact, one the points which they did 
make against him for that purpose, this letter the 
Corinthians clearly shows. the general vindication his 
character and conduct, which this letter part devoted, 
Paul felt his duty meet and refute this particular 
charge. And did meet and refute it, the true Pauline 
style. Instead denying, even palliating, the acts upon 
which they based their charge, claimed that these acts 
sprung from the most disinterested love for the Corinthians 
themselves; and, few fervid words, that 
the conduct which his enemies denounced fanatical was 
rule Christian action universal obligation. There not 
more eloquent passage the whole compass Paul’s writ- 
ings than the thirteenth, fourteenth and fifteenth verses, 
which constitute the pith his reply their charge: Εἴτε 
yap ἐξέστημεν, Θεῷ" εἴτε σωφρονοῦμεν, ὑμῖν. yap ἀγάπη 
τοῦ Χριστοῦ συνέχει ἡμᾶς, κρίναντας τοῦτο, ὅτι εἷς ὑπὲρ 
πάντων ἀπέθανεν, ἄρα πάντες καὶ ὑπὲρ παντων 
ἀπέθανεν, ἵνα ζῶντες μηκέτι ἑαυτοῖς ζῶσιν, ἀλλὰ ὑπὲρ 
αὐτῶν ἀποθανόντι καὶ Paul speaking 
himself alone, the singular pronoun and verb should 
substituted for the plural; and the passage, translated 
literally the idiom our language will permit, will read: 
mind, for yours; for the love Christ urges with 
irresistible power, having deliberately come the conclusion 
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that One died for all, then these all should die; and 
died for all, that the living should longer live unto them- 
selves, but unto him who died and rose from the dead for 
them.” 

paraphrase, which shall fully express the whole idea 
Paul’s mind, and both translation and commentary, 
will read: For mad enthusiast efforts for 
your salvation, for God’s sake, who takes the deepest 
demands, they spring from interest you; for the love 
Christ urges this course with irresistible power, 
having deliberately come the conclusion that One died 
for the benefit all, then all who have experienced the 
benefit his death should die, need be, bring others 
the knowledge that and died for the benefit 
all, that those who have experienced the benefit his death 
should longer live unto themselves, but unto him who 
died and rose from the dead for them.” 

thus appears that the logical argument perfectly coin- 
cides with the grammatical argument; and when such 
the case the translation must correct; for rule 
interpretation less applicable sacred than secular 
writings, that, where the words are clear and precise 
their terms, and the grammatical structure and arrange- 
ment the words and the requirements the context 
agree, and lead absurd conclusion, the meaning which 
such words naturally present must held the meaning 
the author. 

The Apostle John gives expression sentiment similar 
this Paul John iii. but not catholic and 
comprehensive. John teaches that Christians should lay 
down their lives for the brethren. Paul teaches that Chris- 
tians should lay down their lives for those who are not 
brethren, order that they may make them brethren. 
When this exalted teaching Paul, which has been long 


perceive the love God; because laid down his life for 
and ought lay down our lives for the brethren.” 


hidden from the world, shall become known Christians, 
and shall heartily adopted them rule Christian 
action, then will the church Christ bear palms 
through conquering love, over the whole earth; then 
there voices heaven, saying, THE 
THIS WORLD ARE BECOME THE KINGDOMS 
HIS CHRIST.” 
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ARTICLE 


THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 
REV. SAMUEL WOLCOTT, D.D., CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


former Article (Vol. xxiv. pp. 116-140) concluded, sup- 
posed, our examination this topic, with refutation the singular 
theory which Mr. had advanced respecting the identity the 
hills Zion and Moriah.” preceding number the present volume 
(pp. 191-196) find still another theory, defended Rev. John Forbes, 
LL.D., Edinburgh, which novel the former, affirming the identity 
the hills Zion and Akra. This originated with Captain Warren, 
the British engineer who has made such important and interesting sub- 
terranean explorations Jerusalem, and who appears have enlivened 
his labors below ground with historical researches above, which are quite 
independent his professional work. propounded him, 
Statement, No. IL,” the Palestine Exploration Fund,” 
under the title: Comparative Holiness Mounts Zion and Moriah” 
76-88). only late that have had access the latter paper, 
and now propose examine the two together relation the point 
under discussion. 

Both writers assume, and one expressly concedes (Warren, pp. 80, 81), 
the baselessness the Fergusson theory. That has found recent sup- 
porter, and will never, put forward again. The new theory, 
apprehend, will transient the other; and, venturing 
speak freely the traditional and historical Mount Zion, pseudo- 
Zion,” Mr. Forbes will probably discover that has been presumptuous. 

decisive test the new theory, which does not appear have 
occurred either writer, the ascertained course the ancient walls. 
read: David and all Israel went Jerusalem, which Jebus. 
David took the stronghold the same the City David. 
David dwelt the fort, and called the City David. And 
David built round about from Millo and Sam. 6-9 Chron. 
xi. Solomon took Pharaoh’s daughter, and brought her 
into the City David, until had made end building his own 
house, and the house the Lord, and the wall Jerusalem round about. 
Solomon built Millo, and repaired the breaches the City David 
his father” Kings iii. xi. 27). Ifwe can ascertain the courses 
these ancient walls, have ascertained the seat the ancient royal 
residence, and the site the true Zion. 

this particular, Josephus has fortunately given the desired in- 


565 


566 THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 


formation. says: city was fortified three walls wherever 
was not encircled impassable valleys; for that quarter there was but 
one wall” (Bell. Jud. 1). then describes the configuration 
the hills and the next section traces the courses 
these walls, respecting the first and oldest which there 
Beginning Hippicus, the north, ran southward, and then eastward, 
along the western and southern brow the southwest hill, and thence 
across Ophel and the eastern side the Temple Moriah. latter 
part its course not definitely known; but all are agreed that from 
Hippicus followed the brow the southwest hill, forming, with the deep 
valleys below, ample protection this quarter. The Ordnance Survey 
Jerusalem” reports some recent excavations the southern slope 
this hill, and the discovery escarpment which must have formed 
part the defences the old city, the wall running along the crest. 
The steps which lead down the Valley Hinnom could defended 
couple men against any force, before the invention fire-arms” 
61). The above was the course the first wall Josephus, from 
Hippicus southward. 

From Hippicus eastward this wall ran along the northern brow the 
southwest hill the Xystus, open place the eastern crest this 
hill opposite the Temple, and thence across the valley the western side 
the Temple-area. undisputed. And this part the first and 
oldest wall, from Hippicus eastward, was the strongest wall Jerusalem, 
and the last which was taken every siege. Josephus describes 
difficult taken, and assigns two reasons. The first its natural 
position, built the brow hill; and recent excavations have strikingly 
confirmed his statement, and vindicated Robinson’s theory the course 
the Tyropoeon Valley, disclosing, below the present surface, depths 
different points from thirty nearly eighty feet along the ancient cliff 
(Smith’s Dict., Amer. ed., ii. 1221). His second reason the extraor- 
dinary strength the wall itself, through the zeal which David and 
Solomon and the kings who succeeded them took the work (Bell. Jud. 
2). All are agreed that this oldest and strongest the walls 
Jerusalem protected the southwest hill, and was constructed for this special 
purpose. This part the city, having the highest area and the most 
precipitous sides, offered the strongest natural advantages for defence; 
and King David and his successors took advantage its natural position, 
and threw around wall which made well nigh impregnable. 

Now, will the advocates the new theory please favor with some 
consistent explanation the royal zeal, shown through successive reigns, 
fortifying this broad and goodly They take pains explain 
that Zion was not isolated fortress, but included considerable part 
the city —the palace the king and the dwellings the people and 
the upper city was, confessedly, larger than the lower. The most 
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manding spot the capital, nature and art combined made the most 
secure, and ample extent, withal,—the royal palaces (according 
their theory) were not here; the royal treasures were not here; the royal 
sepulchres were not here; the citadel was not here; the tabernacle and 
the ark the covenant, before the building the Temple, were not here. 
The wise monarchs Israel fortified this quarter their capital, 
until could bid defiance almost any assault, and then (we are asked 
believe) built their own residence outside it, looking with admi- 
ration its strong bulwarks, congratulating the inhabitants who dwelt 
within its fastnesses, but depriving themselves, their families, and their 
possessions, secular and sacred, the benefit their own defences. 
any reader not had almost said, not moon-struck 
this credible 

There succeeded period prolonged peace, which the monarch 
could have his summer residence the country, and build palace for 
his queen the unwalled suburbs. But from the first conquest was 
necessary have point absolute security possible; and what 
conceivable point would naturally guarded with more jealous care 
than the principal seat the royal family the seat 
considerable period (we know not how long) the wall around the south- 
west hill was the only wall the repeatedly refers 
as, way distinction, old wall.” And the interval which 
served the sole protection the capital was not season peace, but 
period incessant war with the tribes and nations every side Israel. 
And when new walls were afterwards new defences were added 
this. 

Captain Warren says: “If place three round-shot close together 
have rough model Jerusalem the time Solomon the shot 
the north being Mount Zion; that the southeast, Moriah; and that the 
southwest, the remainder Jerusalem” (p. 81). Accepting this 
call the north shot Akra; the southeast, Moriah; and the southwest 
(which Warren nameless), Zion. The north hill was subsequently 
protected its exposed side strong wall— the second wall Jo- 
and still later day, the reign King Herod Agrippa, 
fourth hill, the northeast (Bezetha), was protected its exposed side 
the third wall Josephus. Jerusalem was never attacked from the south. 
The point menace and peril, every siege, was the highlands the 
north. These three walls the north were successive breastworks against 
foreign foe. When the hill represented Warren’s north shot was pro- 
tected one wall, the southwest hill was protected two walls; when 
the former was protected two, the latter was protected three. And 
the security enjoyed the upper city, the southwest hill, above that 
the lower city, consisted, besides its natural defences the south, 
the strength the old wall the north, the construction which 
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successive kings had taken enthusiastic interest. Consequently, 
have said, this part Jerusalem held out the longest every siege, 
attack approach ever described made against the upper city 
Zion until after the besiegers had broken through the second wall, and 
had thus got possession the lower city” (Robinson’s Bib. 
the city was invested Titus, after had stormed and 
carried every part but the southwest hill, the course the siege thus 
stated Mr. Grove: The upper city, higher than Moriah, inclosed 
the original wall David and Solomon, and all sides precipitous 
except the north, where was defended the and towers 
Herod, was still taken. Titus first tried took 
eighteen days erect the necessary works for the siege. four legions 
were once more stationed the west northwest corner, where Herod’s 
palace abutted the wall, and where the three magnificent and impreg- 
nable towers Hippicus, Phasaelus, and Mariamne rose conspicuous. This 
was the main attack” (Smith’s Bible Dict., Amer. ed., ii. 
wall thus strengthened Herod for the protection that part the 
city which embraced his own palace, was wall, which ran from 
Hippicus eastward the Xystus. “The interior and most ancient 
the three walls the north was, doubt, the same wall which ran along 
the northern brow Zion,” the southwest hill. (Robinson’s Bib. Res. 
413.) again ask the champions the new theory: For whose 
protection, more important than their own, was this wall built and 
strengthened David and Solomon and their immediate 

The preceding test appears decisive that not care 
apply any other; although the theory might refuted without it. The 
reasons offered these writers for their violent hypothesis are not based 
recent discoveries, nor are they new. speculations have not the 
remotest connection with Captain Warren’s explorations Jerusalem. 
The argument rests mainly two three passages Josephus and the 
first Book Maccabees, relating the Akra castle which Antiochus 
the hill sustaining the lower city, and which are 
familiar all who have studied the topography the city. These par- 
involve perplexity which Professor Robinson fully 
examined, and, think, satisfactorily explained, almost quarter 
century ago (Bib. pp. 629-634). His suggestion is, that 
process time the City first restricted the Hill Zion, 
with Jerusalem and cites evident traces such usage from Isaiah, 
the Maccabees, and Josephus. This much simpler solution the 
difficulty than the bold transfer site these writers. 

need not dwell incidental points. The stairs which down 
from the City David,” which Dr. Forbes lays stress (p. 196), have, ap- 
parently. been discovered where should look for 
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connection with the southwest hill (Smith’s Bible Dict., Amer. ed., ii. 1331). 
The conjecture Captain Warren, which Dr. Forbes passes over silence, 
that the boundary between Judah and Benjamin (Josh. xv. xviii. 16) 
ran through the middle the city (pp.79, 81) the conjecture Dr. Forbes, 
within the lower district the city rose towering eminence, some- 
what similar the Castle Rock 193) and the further 
conjecture, less fanciful, but more surprising, that the sepulchre King 
David sought the lower part the obscure suburb Ophel 
(p. 196) place called the Ophla” (Bell. Jud. vi. 3), and 
quarter which does not appear have been enclosed until the reign 
Manasseh Chron. conjectures, purely such, 
dismiss without further comment. 

The immemorial conviction, which has not merely survived centuries 
observation, but been confirmed the investigations keen-eyed wit- 
Dr. Robinson affirm, late 1852: Among many 
diversities opinion, gratifying find few points yet unassailed 
especially, That Zion was the southwestern hill the city (Bib. Res. 
2061) are confident, abide. The southwest hill, fortified 
beyond the rest, and its dwellings more carefully protected; the most 
important strategic point the city, and the last rallying-point 
memorable sieges; the hill for which the propounders the new theory 
have name Dr. Forbes contenting himself with applying the epithet 
pseudo” the current appellation, and Capt. Warren designating 
“the remainder Jerusalem,” this historic hill has borne, and will con- 
tinue bear the sacred and classic name 

Every Christian reader has what every Christian visitor the 
holy city who has stood its southwest hill has felt more the force and 
beauty such passages these, the Psalms David: Beautiful for 
situation, the joy the whole earth, Mount Zion, the sides the 
north, the city the great King” (Ps. 2); They that trust the 
Lord shall Mount Zion, which cannot removed, but abideth for- 
ever” (Ps. strains like these the transition abrupt and 
startling such sentences the following: site where Zion once 
was, and not” (Warren, 85); Mount Zion, once holy, was 
length razed the ground and obliterated” (Forbes, 195). take 
comfort the undoubting conviction that the grand similes the sacred 
writer have not been thus emptied their significance. The Zion the 
psalmist and the prophet still stands, with its rocky, precipitous sides, and 
the deep valleys sweep around its base, palaces” have dis- 
appeared; and its desolation, literal and moral, longer joy” 
which once portion its summit has even been ploughed,” 
predicted. But beautiful for situation still is; and, the eye the 
traveller who approaches from the south, still lifts itself 
though not the ancient the sides the north.” 
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ARTICLE IX. 


EXPLORATIONS PALESTINE. 


COMMUNICATED PROF. HACKETT, D.D., THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, 
ROCHESTER, N.Y. 


Meeting the Palestine Exploration Fund. 


THE annual meeting this important Association was held the 
afternoon Monday, May 16, the Royal Institution, Albermarle street, 
London. The attendance was large, filling the spacious hall with highly 
intelligent and interested audience. The Archbishop York, Rev. Dr. 
Thompson, presided the occasion; and among others present were 
the Bishop London, Dr. Stanley, Dean Westminster, Sir Henry 
Rawlinson, the celebrated Assyrian scholar Professor 
Donaldson, Mr. George Grove, and Captains Wilson and Warren, well 
known for their labors and discoveries the Holy Land. Reports were 
Captain Warren, and speeches were delivered the Archbishop, 
Sir Rawlinson, Dr. Stanley, and others. the close the 
meeting collection was taken aid the funds the Association. 


Report the Doings the Year. 


the courtesy Mr. Holland are enabled present the 
readers the Bibliotheca outline the labors the agents the 
society for the past year. 

addition the excavations Jerusalem, which have not been un- 
fruitful results, some interesting explorations have been made during 
the past year the north Palestine. Captain Warren found neces- 
sary withdraw his men from Jerusalem during the summer months, 
consequence the prevalence fever, from which they had already 
suffered much; and the whole the exploring party removed the 
Lebanon until the cooler weather set in. While there they occupied 
themselves investigating the ruined temples Coele-Syria and Mount 
Hermon. The temples appear date from Roman times, 
and the inscriptions found them are mostly Greek. 

The small temples about Hermon appear somewhat more 
date, their architecture being the Ionic order. 

the summit Mount Hermon stand the ruins sacellum, which 
has nothing its construction common with the temples the west 
below. This probably had with different and more ancient 
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form worship. All these temples have been sketched and accurately 
described. 

his journey northwards Captain Warren visited Saida, the ancient 
Sidon, and discovered there the stones the ancient walls undoubted 
Phoenician masons’ marks, somewhat similar character those which 
had found his excavations Jerusalem also procured from 
excavations which had been made Sidon some specimens ancient 
pottery. 

Another portion Captain Warren’s work deserves also especially 
mentioned, viz. his labors connection with the Moabite stone. 

That stone was actually discovered the Rev. Mr. Klein, Prussian 
gentleman connected with the Church Missionary Society Jerusalem, 
August, 1868, and the Prussian Government, whom the discovery 
was reported, proceeded take steps obtain possession the stone. 

long others were the field, and the safety the inscription 
would have been endangered his interference the matter, Captain 
Warren very properly abstained from any action. But when, owing 
unfortunate quarrel between two parties Arabs, had been broken 
into pieces cold water having been thrown upon after had been 
heated fire, very promptly came the rescue; and was owing 
his exertions that the excellent squeezes the remaining portions were 
obtained which have been the means the interpretation the inscription. 

Another important work which has been undertaken during the past 
year the Palestine Exploration Fund has been the exploration the 
Tih desert the wilderness the forty years’ wanderings the children 
Israel. The services Mr. Palmer, who was previously connected 
with the Ordnance Survey the Peninsula Sinai, were secured for this 
and, company with Mr. Tyrwhitt Drake, now engaged 
exploring that vast tract, large portion which has never before 
been visited travellers. 

Mr. Palmer’s first work was examine all passes the range moun- 
tains which forms the northern boundary the Peninsula Sinai, and 
which must have been crossed the children Israel their march 
northwards from Mount Sinai. then visited the mountainous district 
the Negeb, Son the Country,” the Bible, and investigated 
the ancient ruins and wells that abound that country, which, though 
now desert, bears traces having once sustained considerable popu- 
lation. Correspondence with that remote region difficult, and the 
reports which have reached from Mr. Palmer were too scanty for 
give any accurate description the work which has accomplished. 
But appears have made some interesting discoveries with regard 
the fixing the site Kadesh, and the maps which has sent home 
prove that accomplishing with great accuracy the work which has 
undertaken. 
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When last heard from him was just starting south again, after 
short visit Jerusalem, explore the southeast the Negeb, and after 
had accomplished this proposed make his way round the east 
the Dead Sea Jerusalem. will thus pass through the country 
Moab, and any other inscriptions are found will doubtless 
cure them. His knowledge Arabic and the Arab character renders him 
the fittest person undertake difficult and dangerous journey, and 
the results his exploration may looked forward with great interest, 


Report Captain Warren. 


have space only for meagre notice this gentleman’s interesting 
statement, which reference has been made. said that two years 
ago they had brought sufficient light cause several very curious 
questions raised with regard the ancient topography the Holy 
City, but not sufficient settle any the disputed points the situation 
the but they had since made such further progress that, al- 
though they were not able state where the Temple actually stood, yet 
they could say some extent where the Temple was not, far con- 
cerned parts about which there had hitherto been utter uncertainty. 
There were two points paramount interest the Holy City, around 
which all other interests centred first, the Temple, which the Jews 
and first Christians worshipped; and second, the Tombs the kings 
Judah, including the sepulchre him who was styled King the 
Jews.” They had been able lay down the city existed 
old, and had made investigations round two thirds the Haram wall 
the outside, part which was acknowledged have formed portion 
the outer court Herod’s Temple. could not, however, lay out 
the old city his entire satisfaction, there was portion ground 
where the rock had not yet been found. valley appeared running down 
from the Jaffa Gate near Wilson’s Arch, and his impression was that 
the Pool Hezekiah would prove the Gihon the valley where 
Solomon was anointed king. Captain Warren then described the dis- 
coveries had made the Haram area Jerusalem, and said there 
was question but that within that area the Temple Herod once 
stood, and that some part the wall was portion the old wall the 
outer court, and that account his working party had made its 
centre. Although there was doubt that the Temple once stood within 
the Haram area, there were many theories the particular spot 
occupied but all had some portion reject the account Josephus, 
the Talmud, even the Bible his impression was that 
read proper light, all the topographical accounts would found 
coincide. After entering into great many details, Captain Warren said 
the whole question the topography was rather one years than days, 
but, with regard the so-called Pool Bethesda, believed the present 
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high walls the work the Saracens. could not find that they 
were any nearer the solution the difficulties about finding the tomb 
David and other kings Judah; and was premature speculate upon 
the matter until they knew the direction the valley from the Damascus 
gate. Besides the Jerusalem, had been occupied 
making reconnoissances outside between Jerusalem and Gaza. 


The Moabite Stone. 


The credit discovering this stone undoubtedly, already 
stated, the Rev. Klein, the Church Missionary Society 
salem, during excursion the east the Dead Sea, 1868. But 
are mainly indebted Captain Warren and the French vice-consul 
Jerusalem, Ganneau, for our copies the writing the stone, 
obtained from the rock, its fragments, after had been unfortunately 
broken pieces. The dimensions the entire stone, may mentioned 
here, taken Mr. Klein, show have been about three fect and 
nine inches long, two feet and four inches breadth, and one foot and 
two inches thickness. This stone, his first examination it, was 
almost perfect lying with the inscription uppermost, and 
was stone, exceedingly heavy. The copies squeezes obtained 
Messrs. Warren and Ganneau exhibit (in diagrams drawn from them) 
the shape the stone when entire, with the relative positions the two 
fragments preserved the upper fragment with the part the inscription 
upon it; the lower fragment, containing many letters which were uncer- 
tain, and which are marked with pencil the tracing paper hori- 
zontal line above them. From Mr. sketch engraving has been 
prepared which represents the monument its unbroken condition. 


Value the Discovery. 


should stated that some pieces the stone (if still existing) remain 
that some the words and lines the inscription are 
too illegible deciphered with confidence; and that interpreters are 
not fully agreed their rendering parts the text where the characters 
are still comparatively distinct. The results which have been reached 
the present stage the investigation, and are regarded reasonably cer- 
tain, are such the following: (1) The stone undoubtedly the oldest 
Semitic monument yet found. (2) stated Mr. Deutsch, the 
British Museum, that the characters appear older “than many the 
Assyrian bi-lingual cylinders the British Museum, the date which is, 
the very least, old the ninth century, B.c.” (3) The stone chronicles 
the achievements one Mesha, King the Moabites. was near about 
this period, viz. 900 B.c., that the Mesha lived against whom Jehoram and 
Jehoshaphat fought Kings iii. 4sq.). (4) The inscription full well- 
known biblical names, such Beth-Bamoth, Beth-Baal, Meon, Horonaim, 
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and Dibon. (5) Mention frequently made Israel, rival power, and 
the national god Moab. (6) invaluable the 
student alphabets. the whole the Greek alphabet,” says 
Mr. Deutsch, found here, not merely similar the Phoenician shape, 
but identical with can well be.” 


Commemorative Records. 


Sir Rawlinson expressed doubt, his remarks, whether the 
brews were the habit erecting monumental records great occasions; 
though this was common practice among the Egyptians and the As- 
syrians. The discovery the Moabite stone furnishes, least, one 
example this usage among kindred race the land Palestine; and 
encourages the hope that perseverance other monuments may 
found, affording other and similar corroboration intimations (not 
use stronger language) this practice among the early Hebrews, which 
read Sam. vii. and xv. 12. 


ARTICLE 


NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


GERMAN WORKS. 


further portion the Commentary noticed previous Number 
the Bibliotheca Sacra. embraces the fourth and fifth chapters 
Judges very small space traversed volume three hundred 
pages, many our readers will think. Professor Bachmann’s intention, 
obviously, exhaust the subject far possible. The two chapters 
are certainly important they treat the war between Jabin, King 
Canaan, and Israel; the killing Sisera, Jabin’s general, Jael, 
the wife Heber; and the song triumph sung after the defeat and 
death Sisera Deborah and Barak. There scarcely greater crux 
the Bible for theorists inspiration than the conduct Jael and the 
subsequent praise her act Deborah. There doubt that 
Christians should condemn act treacherous assassination. 
Looked at, however, the spirit the time which she lived, one 
might find her, not it, excusable. But Deborah were inspired 
God utter her song, how could she praise such act? can 
understand Jael; but cannot understand Deborah. Jael causes 


Buch des Richter. von Dr. Bachmann. Berlin: Wiegandt 
und Grieben. 1869. 
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difficulty, for the Bible does not pretend limit itself the recording 
the lives and deeds holy men; but Deborah, supposing her have 
enjoyed divine light and aid, does cause Dr. Bachmann 
sums his own view follows: Jael transgressed her use 
means the right measure, neither the working the Spirit God 
which animated her the performance the act, nor her own obedience 
faith, can denied. Looked from this point view, can explain 
why Deborah overlooked the human weakness Jael pronouncing 
judgment her act. Relatively heavier guilt, she would scarcely 
have pronounced full and unhesitating blessing.” Dr. Bachmann’s 
work far safe and thorough, and therefore useful. 


AND This the last work the late 
eminent Géttingen Professor Philosophy Heinrich Ritter, author 
the History Ancient and Christian Philosophy. The manuscript was 
left but the author was unable see through the press; 
died the third February, 1869. The theme the present treatise 
had always been favorite one the writer’s. his Encyclopedia 
Philosophy speaks the doctrine evil the touchstone the 
systems. cannot say, however, that Ritter’s meditations seem have 
led any very satisfactory result. will quote characteristic pas- 
sage, two: phenomenon evil falls into two elements the will 
and the judgment. Usually evil sought the former alone. The evil 
will said condemned the sentence the infallible conscience 
the divine law. cannot, however, unhesitatingly accept these 
opinions. Even one were grant that conscience can never err, 
should have show that our judgment sentence conscience. 
not intend call question the authority the divine law; but may 
doubt the application thereof the case question. may condemn 
ourselves wrongly.” good belongs the essential nature man; the 
evil, its manifestations.” “The result our theory is, evil 
complications and retrogressions the moral life, but neither something 
purely negative, estimated morality, nor something absolutely damnable 
that must regarded incorrigibly opposed the good.” The work 
divided into thirty-two sections, and written easy and intelligible 
need scarcely add that, though unsatisfactory, the 
eminence makes duty inquirers read the work carefully. 


most our readers will think. Nor the book either very encour- 


Ueber das Bése und seine Folgen. Von Heinrich Ritter. Gotha: 
Perthes. 1869. 

Philosophie des Unbewussten. Versuch einer Weltanschauung von Dr. 
Hartmann. Berlin: Duncker. 1869. Price, Thaler. 
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aging very quickening. Still, ably written, and deserves reading, 
not digesting. Dr. Hartmann’s essay collective view the 
may said endeavor combine Schopenhauer and Hegel, or, 
one might roughly term them, the Pessimist and the Optimist; for, 
certain sense, Hegel’s system was one vast optimism, and Schopenhaur 
was incorrigible pessimist. cannot say that has succeeded; 
had, have solved the problem the ages— the problem 
which Christians profess believe finds its Christ alone, 
“in whom are hid all the treasures wisdom and knowledge.” 

the unconscious” Dr. Hartmann understands the principles the 
instructive teleological activity which pervades both nature and human 
existence, and which can only accounted for referring uncon- 
scious volition and representation. therefore repudiates the derivation 
this activity both from material causes acting mechanically, and from 
the direct operation mind imposing its will continuously from without. 
Both animal instinct and man’s volitions are traceable ultimately this 
unconsciously acting and representing will. This holds good truly 
the cell the full-grown man. Consciousness arises when repre- 
sentation presents itself the will, independent and separate from 
it. constituting for limit, and thus causing perceive the distinction 
between itself and another. The simplest conscious individual, indi- 
vidual consciousness, the cell; higher individuals consist various 
individuals combined into unity, though unlike and subordinated each 
other; and the unity consciousness found such being man 
results from the interweaving and interpenetration the various subordi- 
nate individual consciousnesses. This sample the discussion. 

pass other points: considers the hope individual immor 
tality based false conception individuality, and redemption 
consist the abolition existence. 


Ernesti: Die Ethik des Apostels Paulus. The chief value this book 
would seem lie its careful collection the passages from 
writings which can said indicate ethical ideas. only professes 

Landan: Die Greuzen des menschlichen Erkenntniss. small book, 
but means destitute substance and interest. The design 
show that the harmony testimony (from the senses, history, reason, 
ete.) sufficient evidence the reality human knowledge. Some 
his suggestions are good. For example, points out that even nature 
the law necessity causality may always superseded overruled 
the law fitness this the case even nature, how 
much more completely the moral world. With regard the existence 
God, says: This explanation creation natural, forces itself 
one with such vehemence, that reasonable man would ever think 
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interest. 

Stélting: Beitriige zur Exegese der Paulinischen Briefe. Four essays, 
the fifth chapter Romans, Galatians ii. 19, 20, Thess. ii. 
1-12, and Galatians ii. last embraces, also, new construction 
the chronology the life Paul. The author intends his investigations 
supplement and correct the commentary Meyer the passages 
They are worthy attention. 

Fabo: Skizzen aus der Geschichte des ungarischen Protestantismus. 
Nine essays, many different Hungarian pastors, various points 
the history the Protestant churches their country. They can 
fail interest those who take interest Hungary and its 
religious history. 


ENGLISH AND AMERICAN WORKS. 


New AND CoMPLETE ANALYSIS THE BIBLE; 
or, the Whole the Old and New Testaments arranged according 
Subjects, Twenty-seven Books. the Basis Matthew Talbot, 
improved, with Indexes, Tables, and other Valuable Matter, 
Nathaniel West, D.D. with Steel Plate Engravings and 
Maps. The Engravings are from Original Drawings the Celebrated 
Artists, Thomas Nast and Carpenter. Together with 
THE revised Dr. John Eadie, 
D.D., LL.D., Professor Biblical Literature the United Presbyterian 
Church, Scotland. The whole designed facilitate the study and 
promote the better understanding the Word God. Revised and 
Edited Rev. Roswell D.D., Washburn Professor 
Church History the Union Theological Seminary, New York City. 
Including also Pronouncing Dictionary Scripture Proper Names; 
Interpreting Dictionary Scripture Proper Names; Tables 
Scripture Measures, Weights, and Coins, with full Explanations; 
Dictionary Religious Denominations, Sects, Parties, and Associations 
the History the Bible; and Family Record. New 
York: Johnson. 1870. 


Besides the valuable indexes, dictionaries, and tables enumerated 
the title page, this work essentially double. contains Analysis 
the Bible and Concordance the latter being that Cruden, revised 
Dr. John Eadie. The Analysis the basis Matthew Talbot’s 
Analysis the Holy Bible,” reproduced America, with additions 
and improvements Dr. Nathaniel West. The two main elements 
which determine the value topical arrangement the texts scrip- 
ture are, first, the logical arrangement the subjects; secondly, the 
accuracy with which the several texts are referred their appropriate 
heads. the logical arrangement subjects, whoever compares the 
Vou. XXVII. No. 107. 
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twenty-seven books the present analysis with their two hundred and 
forty-two chapters and two thousand two hundred and forty-nine sections, 
will doubtless convinced that, this respect, great improvement 
upon its predecessors. For the plan adopted the present analysis 
which contemplates the reference every verse scripture single 
head, is, perhaps, perfect arrangement could made. 
least, one ought aflirm the contrary until has shown himself able 
produce better arrangement. 

Looking, now, the classification the several texts scripture 
under their appropriate heads, the first thought that strikes the 
immensity the task. Whoever has attempted the topical arrangement 
even single book the Proverbs Solomon, for must 
have satisfied himself the extreme difliculty such undertaking, 
How much greater, then, the labor arranging topically all the verses 
the Bible, from Genesis Revelation! And the difficulty the work 
increased the plan using each text scripture but once. For what 
Cicero says the liberal arts that they all have certain common bond 
connection, and are linked together certain internal relationship,” 
—holds pre-eminently true the doctrines and precepts revelation. 
They are many-sided, and connected with each other many ways, 
that text may often referred legitimately one the other 
two given heads, and ought, truth, comprehended under both. 
this Dr. Hitchcock well and has provided for it, 
measure, system cross references. The illustration given 
the Publisher’s Announcement from 477, under Book 
copy the first three specifications 


97. The Hebrew Woman’s Position. 
(1. MIGHT UNVEILED.) 
See Gen. xii. 14; xxiv. 16-25; xxix. 11; 18. 


(2. AND ALONE.) 
See xxii. 25-27. 


(3. MIGHT CONVERSE PUBLIC.) 
See Gen. xxiv. 24, xxix. 9-12; Sam. ix. 11.” 


true that the student, turning the texts specified, can find the 
information which search. But the passages were set down 
before his eyes, five sixths his labor would the expense, 
however, making the volume more cumbrous. When consider the 
immense number texts referred, cannot surprised find some 
oversights. The passage: They that sow tears shall reap joy,” 
(Ps. 6), arranged under the head Industrial Employ- 
ments and Products,” whereas ought, our judgment, rank, with 
Gal. vi. under the title Temporal and Eternal Rewards. Matt. 
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ix. 17, with the parallel passages, should, think, stand not under the 
title Wine (which bringing the idea the Concordance for 
that the Analysis Subjects), but under some head embracing the idea 
prudence the introduction changes. But these imperfections, 
they appear us, not diminish our appreciation the great value 
the work. With its concordance, its full indexes, its tables, and other 
apparatus, constitutes rich treasure, which the biblical scholar will 
gladly avail 

add few words respecting the topical arrangement scripture, 
which wish understood being criticism the analysis 
noticed above, but simply independent attempt indicate the grand 
end aimed at. should glad, then, see arrangement 
the doctrines and precepts the Bible without any effort include 
every verse, even section, its contents. not mean intimate 
that any part God’s word without its uses. All scripture given 
inspiration God, and profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for cor- 
rection, for instruction righteousness; that the man God may 
perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.” But does not 
follow from this that all scripture may conveniently put 
into arrangement like that which are contemplating, which de- 
not supersede, but aid the study God’s word the form 
which himself has given it. would omit, for example, the genealog- 
ical tables, most the preparations made David for the building 
the Temple, the details Ezekiel’s vision the new Jerusalem, with its 
temple and appointments, and many other details which not necessary 
specify; not because these things should not studied, but because 
they can best studied they stand the Bible. the ar- 
texts would have strict regard the spiritual truth 
duty contained them. For example, the psalmist’s words, sendeth 
the springs into the valleys, which run among the hills” (Ps. civ. 10), 
should stand the head God’s Works Nature”; but the 
promise Isaiah will open rivers high places, and fountains 
the midst valleys; will make the wilderness pool water, and 
the dry land springs water,” under that Works the 
Kingdom Grace.” the case many topics, addition the texts 
arranged under them, might added some references the historical 
illustrations them scripture. Thus, for Alliances with the Wicked” 
pertinent reference would affinity with Ahab. 
think, also, that duplicate, and even triplicate, arrangements some 
would add the completeness the work, without making too cum- 
brous expensive for common use. seems that manual the 
kind indicated, carefully prepared, and moderate size and expense, 
would received biblical students valuable help the study 
holy scripture help not made superfluous any work that has yet 
appeared. 
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ANALYTICAL COMMENTARY THE EPISTLE THE ROMANS; tracing 
the Train Thought the Aid Parallelism; with Notes and Dis. 
sertations the Principal Difficulties connected with the Exposition 
the Epistle. Rev. John Forbes, LL.D. Edinburgh: and 
Clark. 1868. 

Dr. Forbes, Edinburgh, not unknown the readers this journal, 
and his Commentary Romans cannot fail make him still more widely 
and favorably known this country. 1854 published volume 
with the title The Symmetrical Structure or, the Principles 
Scripture Parallelism exemplified Analysis the Decalogue, the 
Sermon the Mount, and other Passages the Sacred 
that work expresses the belief that Bishop Lowth’s discovery the 
parallelism scripture furnished one the most valuable aids ever pre- 
sented the interpreter, and calculated, when its principles have been 
more fully developed, throw new and clearer light great part 
the sacred volume.” 

This system holds, not confined Hebrew Poetry, 
but extends prose also, and pervades large part both the Old and 
New Testaments. claims that parallelism not the only, even 
principal, formal characteristic Hebrew poetry, but that there is, 
other languages, definite metrical rhythm sound”; and hence from 
the presence parallelism are not infer that any composition 
poetical. Several examples are given which, claimed, the 
“rhythmical easily detected the ear. cite single speci- 
men the first two verses Ps. 


k’chol’ mim’! 
Az’ yom’ru’ vaggoim’ 
Higdil’ 

The late Professor Edwards, and few modern scholars entered 
more fully into the very soul Hebrew poetry, says it: Ingenious 
and laborious efforts have been made restore metrical arrangement, 
which, argued, has been lost. But these attempts have been alto- 
gether fruitless. ..... The free spirit old Hebrew would scorn 
have his thoughts subjected severe criticism, made obedient the 
nice laws euphony (Mem. Vol. ii. Forbes thinks that the 
reason why scholars have failed recognize the metrical rhythm He- 
brew poetry is, that they have searched for regular succession 
long and short syllables, classical languages. rather than accent, 
modern languages. ‘This point, however, not material. Hebrew 
poctry destitute all metrical structure, does not follow that paral- 
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not found Hebrew and Greek prose. question 

Dr. Forbes does not claim have discovered any new principles 
parallelism, but only have made application those developed 
Bishop Lowth, Bishop Jebb, and others, portions the scriptures where 
should least have expected them apply. mentions five principal 
species parallelism 

Synonymous, Gradational which the second responsive clause 
not tautological, but always diversifies, and usually adds to, the meaning 
the first clause (Isa. lv. Matt. 4). 

Antithetic; where correspond with one another 
opposition terms and sentiments (Prov. xxvii. 1). 

Synthetic which there similarity the form construction 
noun answering noun, verb verb, member member, negative 
negative, interrogative interrogative (Ps. 7-13; Cor. xi. 
22-27). 

which the first line parallel with the last, the 
second with the penultimate, etc. (Ps. 15-18; Jer. ix. 4). Closely 
allied this last form the Epanodos, literally, going back speak- 
ing subjects inverted order, the last first, and the first last 
(Matt. vi. 24). 

Numerical employment special numbers impart sym- 
metry the composition, and occasionally stamp their symbolical 
significance the particulars enumerated (Ps. each divided 
into three parts 

arranges the whole Epistle the Romans parallelism although 
confesses that “may admit very reasonable doubt” 
“every part was designedly composed” Paul; but deems 
incredible that the appearance symmetrical order many passages 
was accidental. 

The first feeling most persons will doubtless be, that extremely 
improbable that composing friendly epistle the apostle would con- 
sciously governed such complicated and artificial system 
not, however, unreasonable suppose that person logical and 
fervid mind, and especially one familiar with Hebraistic modes thought, 
would unconsciously exhibit his writings traces that parallelism which 
characterizes Hebrew poetry, and appears also much the Old Testa- 
ment prose. must confessed that our author makes evident that 
there element parallelism the Epistle the Romans, which 
may be, some extent, serviceable the interpretation this difficult 
portion scripture. His analysis and arrangement the 
text certainly make easier for the student comprehend the main scope 
For full statement and illustration the different kinds Parallelism, 
see The Symmetrical Structure Scripture” pp. 17-46. 
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and design the apostle, and follow him through the successive stages 
his argument. His Notes and Dissertations” difficult passages evince 
great logical and critical acumen. The entire volume well worthy the 
attention biblical students, and worthy stand beside the commentary 
Dr. Hodge the same Epistle, with which does not all points 
Although the work Scotchman, and distinguished minister the 
established church Scotland, fails find the Epistle the Romans 
all the peculiarites the Scottish Princetonian theology. may, 
perhaps, hereafter speak more length the exegetical and theological 
character the Analytical Commentary.” 


CRITICAL AND EXEGETICAL COMMENTARY THE THE 
Paton Gloag, D.D., Minister Blantire. Vols, 
8vo. pp. 439, 456. Edinburgh: and 


The Book Acts the proper sequel the Gospels, the intro- 
duction the Viewed this relation, the study assumes 
greater importance usually attached it. Though chiefly 
rative its form, and this respect differing from the Epistles, which are 
doctrinal and practical, still requires much illustration order 
well understood. touches every point the history the world. 
Countries and cities renowned ancient times were visited Paul and 
his companions,” the past history and customs which must made 
subjects study. The authorship, too, has late been called question. 
One writer supposes that the Acts, well the Gospel Luke, were 
written Timothy, and that Luke was only transcriber. The author- 
ship part claimed for Silas; and, indeed, Silas and Luke are held 
the same person. And, beyond even this, some writers the 
bingen school give the Acts mythical character, supposing 
written towards the middle the second century, some disciple 
Paul. Such positions indicate that there may still room for another 
commentary the Acts. 

The author parish minister Scotland. has brought the 
preparation the work large acquaintance with the best commentators 
this book, well with the various monographs designed elucidate 
particular parts. new translation given, from the seventh edition 
Tischendorf’s text. Where this text differs materially from the Textus 
Receptus, the reasons for the difference are given the Critical Notes. 

The translation does not generally depart greatly from the Authorized 
version, and usually conveys correctly the meaning the original. 
Sometimes, however, less neat; for example, ii. 38: order the 
remission sins,” instead “for the remission sins”; ii. 40: “be 


saved from this generation,” for “save yourselves from this generation” 


(the passive the verb meaning save one’s vii. 60: retain not 
this sin them,” for “lay not this sin their charge” viii. 
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gelized many villages the Samaritans,” for preached the gospel in,” 
ete. 

The commentary not philological, nor doctrinal, nor 
principally exegetical, aiming bring out clearly and fully the meaning 
the writer. meaning the text has been examined 
and all information which the author could gather from external sources 
has been brought bear its elucidation. The apparent discrepancies 
between the Acts and other authorities, and, short, all those difficulties 
which are started Baur and Wette, have been met, and never, 
instance, wilfully Though the work not doctrinal, 
the author firm believer miracles and the Christ, 
and his interpretation throughout diametrically opposed both the 
rationalism Kuinoel and the mythical explanation the Tiibingen 

the execution his general object the author has been very sue- 
The commentary full, clear, indicating 
appreciation the points which need elucidation. gives evidence 
good taste, large and scholarly views, patient weighing and balancing 
difficulties, and great fairness the results reached. The interpretations 
thus arrived at, are confident, will command the assent the thought- 
ful student. the work is, one would hardly wish the pages 
diminished, well the interest sustained the end. 

addition the commentary, various important and questions 
are treated separately; such the Gift Tongues, Nature Hades, 
Stephen’s Speech, James the Lord’s Brother, Paul’s Imprisonment 
Rome, ete. 

The printing generally very accurate. There mis- 
take Greek word, and Vol. ii. 230, Cenchrea said the 
western port Corinth, instead eastern. The volumes have 
unusually attractive form, and are furnished this Messrs. 
Scribner, Welford, and Co., New York. 


or, Rational Christianity maintained against Atheism, 


Free Religion, and Romanism. James Freeman Clarke. 12mo. 
American Unitarian Association. 1870. 


Dr. Clarke’s books, their literary merits, nothing else, 
are always very attractive reading. should truly glad every 
man who wishes communicate important truth, and especially religious 
readily understood, without ever violating the purest taste. attempt 
made this book trace the progress man from the lowest stage 
unbelief, even the existence God, onward through theism and 


Preface. 
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Protestant Christianity. not suppose that Dr. Clarke aimed 
give exhaustive treatment the various subjects which came under 
his notice, meet thoroughly all the demands 
Yet, relatively that class minds which had view, has, the 
whole, been quite successful. has certainly, without meaning 
so, placed the man whose progress traces such position that 
not see how can fail advance the most undoubting belief evan- 
gelical Christianity. not see why should stop the place 
where Dr. Clarke leaves him. Christianity presents any claims 
our belief, does the strength the miracles which its Founder 
performed and these miracles attest the divine origin any portion 
Christianity, they attest the divine origin the whole; and any 
doctrines are plainly included within the domain Christianity, those 
which are commonly styled evangelical are thus included. Dr. Clarke, 
seems us, discriminates between one portion what contained 
the Bible and another, way that not authorized do. 
common with many writers his sect, seems treat the scriptures 
somewhat the same manner the Iliad Homer has times been 
treated. After has been conceded that all which know concerning 
the siege Troy, and the heroes who were engaged that siege, 
derived from the Iliad and from other works the same poetical cast, 
are called upon reject portion imaginary, and accept 
another portion historically and all this without our being fur- 
nished with any criterion which make the required discrimination. 
have just satisfactory proof, far our only sources information 
go, the supernatural invulnerability Achilles, have his being 
native Thessaly. may well believe the one the other. 
Just have better evidence that there existed such 
Jesus Christ than have that was, the orthodox sense, incarnate 
than have that all the other orthodox doctrines are true. 
may rely our only sources knowledge, all these are equally 
entitled our not see why Dr. Clarke stops where 
does. 

quote one sentence from this book, alone worth more than its. 
whole cost: present, not see that free religion can offer 
any motive, insight, purity, humanity, which Christianity does con- 
tain much fuller degree.” 


Boston 1870. Christianity and Scepticism. 12mo. pp. 406. 

Congregational Sabbath-School and Publishing Society. 

This book honorable alike the talent and scholarship and piety 
New England. The Lectures which made were listened 
with much but they will read with more interest and with 
greater profit. They are not written, they ought not have been, 
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what called popular manner. They were expected understood 
thoroughly and appreciated only those who were disposed think, 
and who were eager ascertain the actual strength the foundation 
which Christianity rests; such might honestly doubt the 
divine origin Christianity. They are admirably fitted meet the 
wants these classes. The writers evidently had fear that the foun- 
dations our common Christianity could examined too sharply. 
They had disposition conceal, either from themselves from the 
public, the strength the enemies they were encounter. They write 
that cool, dispassionate, dignified manner which 
write who entertain question the goodness their cause. Being 
scientific men, they can appreciate the force scientific and 
they know that nothing more hurtful than give such objections 
answers. They have treated their opponents the most 
candid manner, carefully abstaining from any language approaching that 
vituperation, indulging only the rarest instances strain even 
gentle humor. The conclusion which every thoughtful and candid reader 
these lectures will come, must suppose, can other than this: that 
any religious doctrines can proved true, those Christianity 
can; that, view alike all which know true and all which 
can only conjecture true, view all that hope and all 
that may fear, view all our wants, whether become extinct 
when the body dies, are live forever, Christianity presents the 
strongest claims our belief. 

was not expected that these lectures would equal merit. 
have been most attracted that Professor Mead the Uncer- 
tainties Natural and Religious Science, and that Professor Porter, 
the Argument for Christianity, Complex and Cumulative. the 
former, Professor Mead turns the weapons the enemy against himself 
with singular adroitness and power. the latter, made very clearly 
appear that not only has each argument for Christianity much force 
when considered that each gives to, and receives from, all 
the rest additional force. 

or, Modern Science testifying the Heavenly Father. 

Being Substance Lectures delivered Senior Classes Amherst 


Series. Second Edition. pp. 294. Nichols and 
Noyes. 1870. 


was the special aim these lectures deepen the impression 
God’s existence and character the minds young men, all whom 
were already believers, must pronounce them happily adapted this 
end. But their aim was convince the sceptical, furnish young 
men with weapons with which they might contend with scepticism, they 

XXVII. No. 107. 
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cannot, think, said remarkably well fitted secure 
object. The rhetorical element much more prominent than the logical, 
The actual force the argument sometimes lessened want pre- 
cision, and too great profusion illustration. The style more 
ornate, more fervid and impassioned and vehement than suited 
book meant carry the assent the reason. The utmost possible 
tenseness given most the statements, and the arguments amplified 
the widest extent—a mode writing less calculated secure con- 
viction than awaken doubts the writer’s confidence the 
his cause. 

notice one two incautious assertions. said, page 58, that 
preponderance probabilities favor God and his message may 
prerequisite faith.” think this incorrect. There are certain 
propositions, and among the most conspicuous are those the being and 
character God, which are under obligations admit even the 
supposition that their truth merely possible. This conceive the 
doctrine laid down Butler the the Analogy, and yet more 
decisively the opening chapier Dr. Chalmers’s Natural Theology. 
cannot but think that Dr. Burr, taking the position stated above, 
has lost very great advantage the contest with atheism; whereas, 
our principles, theism and orthodoxy general have argument their 
favor overwhelming force. Unless the impossibility the truth 
theism can demonstrated, has the strongest claim every man’s 
immediate acceptance. 

The author will well, the event—which surely trust will 
his book’s reaching another edition, curb certain rhetorical 
propensities. There are too many strange and uncouth words, and par- 
ticularly compound words; such, for example, thunderous,” basal,” 
“the sparrow-watching, hair-counting, thought-weighing God.” There 
strained elaborateness, manncrism, somewhat excessively artificial 
structure, now altogether too apparent his manner writing. 

Notwithstanding these criticisms, this one the books whieh can 
afford found fault with. adapted much good, and 
will, hope, widely read. 


Inquiry into the Meaning the Word Βαπτίζω, 
determined the Usage Classic Greek Writers. James 
Dale, pp. William Rutter and Co. 1868. 

Inquiry into the Usage Βαπτίζω and the Nature Judaic Baptism, 
shown Jewish and Patristic Writings. James Dale, D.D. 
8vo. Philadelphia: William Rutter and Co. 1870. 

The subject treated these two volumes has here been discussed with 
more thoroughness and breadth research than have before been brought 
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this country. The classic use βαπτίζω and βάπτω deter- 
mined very full examination Greek classic writers. The result 


that the words are clearly shown not absolute equivalents, has 


been claimed the former does not, like the latter, necessarily mean 
dip. 

Judaic baptism the discussion carried forward the same 
ing and found that the Jewish writers the Septuagint 
and Apocrypha, Josephus, Philo, well the church Fathers, corroborate 
the meaning given the word question Greek classic writers. 
clearly established that baptize” means purify ceremonially, and that 
way necessarily implies immersion dipping; being some- 
times used without any reference water, baptized heifer ashes,” 
the sprinkling the blood the lamb.” 

The discussion indicates great ability, originality, patient investigation, 
fair-mindedness, clear discrimination, and has done invaluable service 
the cause whose defence was undertaken. One more volume, 
treating the character the Baptism John, Christian Baptism, 
will conclude this very elaborate discussion. 

the main positions the advocates immersion have been turned 
these arguments, they may weil satisfied find authority for their 
own usage, without denying other denominations, who differ from them, 
the validity theirs. 


Henry Reeve, Esq. Revised and Edited, with Notes, Francis 
Bowen, Alford Professor Moral Philosophy Harvard University. 
12mo. pp. 559. Boston and Cambridge: Sever, Francis, and Co. 
1870. 


The Publisher’s Advertisement prefixed this work, informs that 
issued the present style furnish the most valuable portion 
the work cheaper and more popular form, and with especial reference 
its use text-book.” 

think the book successful abridgement the celebrated 
work Tocqueville. work which has been long before the 
public this, and which recognized almost standard upon the 
subject which treats, hardly reviewed like new work. 
Professor Bowen, however, has altered the work the form modern 
text-book, added notes his own, and made probably some changes 
the matter the book, will venture word comment upon it. 

the first chapter the author examines the geography our continent, 
points out the natural boundaries the different states, and shows that 
the various parts our country are adapted produce different ele- 
ments civilization. The origin our commonwealth then alluded 
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to, and shown that the pilgrims brought our shore the germs our 
democratic institutions. 

After this introduction, the author proceeds take pieces the 
present fabric American society. The unit our nationality the 
township. township is, fact, little republic, and the government 
built from multitude townships, edifice consists large 
number bricks and stones. number townships united 
tute state, and each one the United States little nation 
nation within the nation. The writer then passes the union the 
states, subject which involves the discussion our whole federal con- 
stitution. The real position and power Congress pointed out, 
checked the sentiment the people below, the influence 
the press, and the presidential veto. The position American presi- 
dent contrasted with that European king. The former has often 
the greater power, but shorter duration; has not time 
carry out extensive schemes, and tempted administer the government 
more with reference his own re-election than for the good the people. 
The real ruler America, the majority the people, then examined, 
and shown that result the majority often acts the part the 
worst tyrant, controlling each man through his hopes promotion, and 
compelling him avow suppress certain sentiments, lose his hopes 
popular favor. The author thinks that the Americans are rendered 
servile, through their fear one another, the Europeans through fear 
aking. There are, however, some powerful checks the tyranny 
the such trial jury and the entire influence the legal 
profession. 

This profound thinker considers the religion America and the freedom 
each one choose his own religious opinions the real source 
our democratic principles. shows that when any part the people 
possess the right suffrage soon becomes universal. Each additional 
number that obtain are eager vote the rest, and all electoral 
restrictions are soon broken down. The author concludes his work 
able comparison between democratic and aristocratic government. 
democratic state vastly more favorable for the development indi- 
vidual enterprise and wealth, while account its superior centraliza- 
tion, aristocratic government better adapted for military power, and, 
indeed, execute all national projects. aristocracy more apt 
retain talent and character its service, while democracy continually 
thwarting eminent men and promoting mediocrity, except those times 
when the state immediate danger. the last chapter the author 
predicts the future the Indians and Negroes, and expresses the opinion 
that the United States adapted become great naval power. 

examining this book are astonished find mere traveller 
gaining knowledge our institutions such few our trained states- 
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men and, though his conclusions are sometimes fanciful, most 
them are acute, original, and profound. are glad see the volume 
presented text-book for the American youth. Wise who makes 
himself familiar with it; for one those works upon the study 
which amount time can misspent. Most the work was written 
thirty years ago, and can now compare its predictions with the facts 
yet history has strikingly verified most its one 
them has fallen wide the mark. The work has been translated into 
clear and vigorous the notes the American editor are good, 
and wish they were even more numerous; while the type and ap- 
pearance the work reflects credit upon the publishers. 


AMERICAN Economy; including Strictures the Manage- 
ment the Currency and the Finances since 1861; with Chart showing 
the Fluctuations Francis Bowen, Professor Harvard 
College. 12mo. pp. 495. New York: Charles Scribner and Co. 
1870. 


understand fully, comprehend but partially, the 
and financial issues decided sooner later our own country, 
the duty, should the desire, every one. has been considered 
the prerogative privileged few instruct the world all matters 
which pertain general governmental policy, and has been the custom 
receive those dicta unquestionable. But men are beginning think 
more these subjects, and call for text-books which not carefully 
elaborate, but rather simplify, the steps which must taken order 
master the subjects themselves. meet want like this Professor 
Bowen’s work very acceptable. have heretofore been dependent 
almost entirely upon foreign authors for our instruction social and 
science these writing, too, time when many the questions which 
are now pressing, were but little importance. 

our own, or, rather, claim our own much that has been merely 
floating literary capital. Perhaps was with some such idea that the 
work has been entitled American Political Economy,” meaning 
deal with the subjects which are now vital interest nation. 
While the questions discussed are many them open much argument, 
and cannot settled for many years such Protection versus Free 
Trade, Taxation, Wages, cannot enter into any extended 
review the author’s ideas upon these subjects. can only say that, 
whatever may the final decision, has done valuable service the 
country placing before readable and attractive form the 
general principles this intricate problem. 
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Facts Human Nature and Sacred History. 8vo. pp. 
burgh and London: William Blackwood and 


The task, attempted this book, make natural history re- 
ligious faith, describing the matters with which religious faith occupies 
itself, and the mental experience its dealing with them. The 
general result arrived that faith cannot intelligibly defined any 
the conventional terms short expressions generally used sufficient 
speaking it, but can only described its experienced conscious- 
ness, and that man’s religious faith his habitual emotional thinking 
the historical manifestations God’s love him; associating these with 
the person the Son God such manner make his believing 
lite whose essence union affection and conscious spiritual sympathy 
with him.” 

The subject this work, thus stated, one undoubted interest 
and importance; much so, perhaps, the Natural History Enthu- 
siasm. But cannot concealed that the execution the task 
means corresponds its importance. The book very badly written. 
have not for long time read one which this could said with 
much truth. The sentences quoted above are better than the average, 
specimens its style. reminds us, this respect, sermon noticed 
Sydney Smith the old Edinburgh Review, which, tells us, its 
intolerable dulness threw its reviewer into profound slumber that the 
most powerful stimulants failed arouse him, until the sermon itself was 
removed from the room. The rhetorical faults this book are 
doubt man has right inflict the community 
book badly written. The law this point seems per- 
fectly plain, and ought rigidly enforced. The ability write 
tolerably good English style stands, point merit, about par 
with personal cleanliness. ‘The man who has may deserve little praise. 
The man who without should not show himself public. man 
has something his mind which wishes say, but unable express 
properly, let him tell some intelligent friend, whom may 
communicated the world. 

This book, are convinced, would highly valued could 


careiully rewritten, nearly all its sentences remodeled, and its bulk re- 
duced about one third. 


his Daughter. Translated Rev. Easton, M.A. With 
Pretace Rev. Professor Cairns, D.D., Berwick. pp. 350. 
New York: Robert Carter and 


The author Elijah,” Elisha,” and David,” and the court preacher 
Potsdam, net unknown our readers. But, much they may have 
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known him his works, this graceful autobiography will give fuller 
and more appreciative view its distinguished author. unfortunately 
extends only the year 1848. But “the blank the last twenty years 
his life filled communications which, for the most part, 
speaks 

the autobiography gives early recollections his father, the 
author the Parables,” and his rural ministry pictures the genial 
home influences under which grew up; his school life, early Christian 
training, first religious impressions, religious teachings school; his 
university life Halle and Jena; his successive fields labor the 
Rhine probably the best and liveliest description anywhere 
found Rhenish Christianity.” His picture his struggles and 
culties his opening ministry Berlin the deepest glimpses 
into the moral state the Prussian capital, and the working the gospel, 
under new and trying conditions, upon its various 

The graphic sketches the professors under whose instructions was 
brought are illustrative the strong rationalistic influences the times, 
well his independence and resisting them and ad- 
hering his own convictions truth. regret that have not space 
give extracts from these sketches. 

The volume one rare interest, both account the eminence 
the subject and the character the times which treats. 


JAMES D.D., F.L.S. William Arnot. Edin- 
burgh. Second Edition. 12mo. New York: Robert Carter 
and Brothers. 1870. 


The minister Abernythe, Edinburgh, and Regent Square, London, 
more generally known this country than most the British preachers. 
His Life Earnest,” Emblems from Eden,” The Royal Preacher,” 
“Memoir Lady Colquhoun,” have been widely read and greatly 
admired here, and will give peculiar interest the biography now 
comes us. Mr. Arnot, himself eminent clergyman, has drawn 
full-length portrait his friend, style great beauty and finish. 
Dr. Hamilton, who was earnest and successful preacher, 
and genial man, deserves such tribute here given him. The 
volume will read with unusual interest and profit. 


THE Rev. Burns, M.A., Missionary China 
from the English Presbyterian Church. the Rev. Islay Burns, 
Professor Theology, Free Church College, Glasgow. 12mo. 
pp- 595. New York: Robert Carter and Brothers. 1870. 

The sabject this Memoir was born April received his 
the Aberdeen Grammar School, under Dr. James 


Preface. 


